| dressed to him by numerous leadin 


_ respect towards the members of the legal profession, 
| names of two members of that profession have been mentioned 
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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, MARCH 5, 1864. 
—_—~>—_- 


| Tae Cuanceuior or tae Ducny or Lancaster has 
| declined to accede to the request which has been ad- 
inhabitants of 
_ Liverpool, and by the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
- Association, for the appointment of Mr. Thomas Avison 
' and Mr. Ambrose Lace to the Commission of the Peace 
' for the borough of Liverpool. The answer which has 
E. — received by the Secretary of the Association is as 

- follows :— 





Duchy of Lancaster Office, London, W.C. 
29th February, 1864. 

a Sir,—I am desired by the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lan- 

caster to express his regret that he cannot comply with the 
request made in the memorial of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vincial Law Association, for the addition of the names of Mr. 
Lace and Mr. Avison to the Commission of the Peace for the 
borough of Liverpool. In declining to do so, the Chancellor 
of the Duchy acts in conformity with the usual practice of his 
predecessors, with his own practice in the case of other 
boroughs, and with what he learns to have been, of late years, 
' the uniform practice of successive Lord Chancellors, and of the 
| present Lord Chancellor, with respect to boroughs in other 
_ counties than Lancashire. 
: That practice rests on a consideration of the respective 
_ duties of the Bench and of the profession, which it has appeared 
desirable to separate rather than to unite, and implies no dis- 
As the 


| in the memorial of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
' Association, the Chancellor is desirous to add what it would 
be quite unnecessary for him to say to those gentlemen them- 


| selves, that, in adhering to the usual practice, he does not 


imply the smallest disrespect towards them. 
I am, Sir, your very obedient servant, 
Philip Rickman, Esq. Joseru Henry Goocu. 


In this communication the Chancellor of the Duchy 
scarcely vouchsates any notice of the numerous argu- 
ments contained in the memorial of the Association, and 
relies almost wholly upon the authority of precedents. 
So far as he condescends to afford any reason other than 
that of usage, hesimply rests upon the fallacy that be- 
cause Mr. Lace and Mr. Avison are attorneys, their pro- 
fessional business would probably sometimes interfere 
with their magisterial duty, since cases of any import- 
ance before ripe co are usually conducted by an at- 
torney. But the Chancellor ought to be aware that 
there are a large number of attorneys throughout the 
country — there is hardly an important provincial 
_ town in which there is not at least one or two—who 
- have nothing to do with business before the magistrates’ 
~ courts, and whom there would be as much difficulty, 
_ even in a special case, in getting to go there profession- 
ally as there would be in obtaining the services of a 
Serjeant-at-Law or Queen’s Counsel; while they are 
certainly more removed by their social position and daily 
avocations from the class of ns who are mainly in- 
terested in the proceedings of such courts, than the ordi- 
nary run of wholesale and retail tradesmen who now (we 
think very properly) are intrusted with the commis- 
_ sion of the cities and boroughs. In truth 

the mere fact that a provincial attorney, of eminent po- 
| sition and high character, is willing to e al 

se gee, is of itself a sufficient assurance that there 

wili be no conflict between his professional and ma- 


3 gisterial duties. The acceptance of such an office, 





would of course prevent him ae indirectl 
from being concerned in any legal business i 
he might ray be called upon to deal with as a 
istrate. If his own sense of what was j 
and honourable would not be sufficient to i 
him to do so, the public opinion of the 
would afford quite sufficient protection in this respect. to 
the interests of the community, and if this were not 
enough to satisfy the apprehensions of the most timid 
and sceptical, there is nothing te prevent a positive 
enactment upon the subject. But all these fears 
are unreal and chimerical. Every year a number of 
solicitors throughout the country are elected mayors 
of-cities and boroughs; and, by a provision of the 
Municipal Corporations’ Act, a mayor continues a justice 
of the peace for a year succeeding to his mayoralty ; so 
that there is abundant opportunity of practically testing 
the unfairness of the objection which is made against the 
permanent appointment of attorneys. It is enough to 
say, that no complaint that we ever heard of has been 
made of any injustice or inconvenience arising from the 
election of attorneys as mayors, or from their acting as 
en after the termination of their mayoralty ; 
nd the public feeling on the question cannot be better 
indicated, than by the fact that attorneys are so fre- 
uently elected by their fellow townsmen to the office of 
chief magistrate. It is natural, however, for the chan- 
cellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, to decline setting aside 
the precedent which has been set to him by a succession 
of Lord Chancellors of England ; and the objectionable rule 
will, no doubt, be maintained until the Lord Chancellor 
revokes it. The question is one which interests the pro- 
fession generally, and it will be advisable to take anearly 
opportunity of bringing it under the notice of Lord 
estbury, who is never indisposed to give a fair hearing 
to reasonable representations. 


ace 





DOCTORS’ LAW. 


The Townley case has afforded a convenient text 
for numerous prelections by “psychopathic” phy- 
sicans and metaphysical anatomists, on a topic whi 
is a , a favourite in the medico-le; world. A 
vast deal has been written by gentlemen of this 
kind within the last month, with the view of show- 
ing that the lawyers are wrong, and the doctors 
a re right, in their notion of what constitutes a 
sufficient ground for holding persons who have com- 
mitted criminal acts to be nevertheless irresponsible, A 

phlet on the subject, which has recently been pub- 
fished,* deserves special notice, not only as a very fair 
account of the Townley case itself, and as an able de- 
monstration of the absurdity of the evidence, and in- 
ferences of Dr. Winslow, as a witness at the trial, 
but because it contains a well-considered exposition of 
the views of a number of medical men, upon the 
abstract question at issue—namely, what is the true 
foundation, and what is the test, of legal responsibility 
for crime? 


“The fundamental defect (the writers observe) in the legal 
test of responsibility is, that it is founded upon the conscious- 
ness of the individual. And while this is so, it is admitted in 
every book on mind published at the present day,even by pure 
metaphysicians, that the most important part of our mental 
comme takes place unconsciously. Consciousness is receg- 
nised to be merely a condition of mental action, which is not 
invariably present in those operations that it does usually ‘ac- 
company, and which is invariably absent in a great part of 
mental action. Physiologists have long taught this truth, 
which pure metaphysicians now recognise; and the 
who are engaged in the study of insanity have 
quite independently to its recognition, from their observation 
of the facts of mental disease. ‘To reject the legal test of re- 
ey is not, then, a mere caprice or prej 
the “mad doctors,” but the legal test is rendered ridiculous 


* Insanity and Crime: a Medico- erg gs Shade yy oe 
George Victor Townley, By the Takers of the * ournal of Mental 
Science.” Churchill & 8 
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by the first principles of every system of meutal philosophy. 
The true responsibility of an individual is not in relation to 
his consciousness, but in relation to his power of volitional 
control over his mental operations. And when those who 
are engaged in the study of insanity affirm that there may 
be, by reason of disease, an inability to contro] an act which 
all the while is known to be wrong, they simply Jay down e 

which is in strict accordance with the first prin- 
iples of @ positive science of mind.” 


This is a fair specimen of the medical “ psychology ” 
of the day, and will not require much to be said nst 
it for the instruction of those who are in the habit of 
cultivating the reasoning faculty, as lawyers generally 
are. It seems to us, indeed, that the writers start 
with an entire misconception of the meaning of the 
word “consciousness,” as used by lawyers. Dr. Thomas 
Brown, the author of “ Mental Physiology ” (a writer 
of great repute), gives an elaborate definition of 
the term consciousness, as used by fre pera 
which, as so used, denotes a purely intellectual state of 
mind ; and this is the meaning which the authors of this 
essay themselves sometimes attribute to the term. But 
when judges speak of a prisoner as being “ conscious ” 
of crime—the distinction between right and wrong—of 
course, they refer to a moral feeling, which is something 
vety different from what psychologists mean when they 
speak of consciousness. ‘Therefore, we deny that the 
editors of the *‘ Journal of Mental Science ” have cor- 
rectly represented the legal doctrine which they have 
und en to controvert. Apart, however, from any- 
thing like verbal criticism, we object to the assumption 
that the law holds a man responsible for a criminal act, 
if he is conscious at the time that he is doing something 
which is, in fact, a crime, even though he is a mere pas- 
sive instrument in the transaction. This is certainly 
not the law, but a very confused “ psychological ” notion 
of it. If itcan be shown that the act was contrary to 
the man’s volition, he will not be held guilty of a 
criminal offence ; but the law, as a rule, ieitilies the rea- 
sonable presumption (yet liable to be rebutted) that a 
man meant to do what he has, in fact, done. The 
** mad-doctors” ate of opinion that the responsibility of 
an individual should be in proportion “to his power 
of volitional control over his mental operations.” The 
danger to Society that would arise from any such vague 
tule, and the impossibility of applying it, are quite 
enough to condemn it. It would confer immunity from 
punishment wherever vicious habits had acquired com- 
plete control ; and men of usually violent character and 
unrestrained ions, would thus gain a right to a 
ticket of leave, not only in respect of past offences, but 
also of future ones. If such were the rule, even practised 
ioe kets must be allowed the psychological plea of 
rresistible impulse, or kleptomania, which is now re- 
served as the last resort of a desperate defence of criminals 
who otherwise would not have a word to say. 

With all deference to our medical friends, the ques- 
tion about “volitional control over mental operations” 
is very wide of the mark. Mental operations have 
generally no more to do with the commission of crime 
than the circulation of the blood, or any other involun- 
tary action of the human system. ‘There is hardly any 
relation between that kind of powe: (such as some strong- 
minded men have in a remarkable degree) whic 
enables a man, as he pleases, to arrest the current of 
his thoughts, and to fix his attention upon any point, 
and moral conduct. Criminal responsibility necessaril 
rests upon a moral foundation. Men of the most w 
and vacillating intellects are capable of highly moral 
demeanour, and when they are carefully trained in 
virtuous habits, are perhaps as little likely to go wrong 
as persons of greater in tual capacity. If they are 
not so trained, they will of course be more likely to fall 
into vice, if not into crime; but even then the vacil- 
lation and feebleness of their nature will be some pro- 
tection to save them from the commission of great 


ctimes, On the other hand, there are few men who- 





have such a control over their mental operations, and 
whose will is so headstrong, as those who are the sub- 
jects of what the psychologists generally call mono- 
mania. If force of will was to be the test of respon- 
sibility, the class which is the special favourite of the 
mad-doctors would be the first to suffer. 

We are told, however, that “no attempt should be 
made at any precise definition of what insanity is or 
what it is not ; but each case in which the plea is set up 
should be examined on its own merits, and the disease 
proved by a careful consideration of the previous his. 
tory, character, and habits, aud a systematic exposition 
of the various symptoms, physical and mental, with 
the inferences which they justify.” In other words, 
every case of all insanity should be remitted to a 
jury of doctors, who are to be uncontrolled in their de- 
cision by any legal rules, but are to examine each case 
on its own merits. Now, we cannot help considering 
that the present system is a far more judicious one than 
is here suggested. ‘There are clear and definite legal 
rules which enable a defence to be set up on the ground 
of insanity where the party accused was Iabouri 
under such a defect of reason, from disease of the mind, 
as not to know the nature and quality of the act he was 
doing, or, if he did know it, that he did not know that he 
was doing what was wrong. As the law now stands, the 
prisoner is punishable if !:¢ was conscious that the act 
was one which he ought not to do, and if that act was, 
at the same time, contrary to the law of the land; and 
this is the issue which is left to the jury in such cases, 
The psychopathic doctors say that there ought to be no 
issue, and no jury, except one composed of two or three 
members of their own body, who should be allowed to 
decide upon a “sytematic exposition of the various 
symptoms.” Under such a regime Society would neces- 
sarily lose some of its most necessary safeguards, and 
there are few great criminals who would not have a 
chance of escape. As human nature is constituted, it 
is extremely undesirable to measure the sanctions of 
law by the force of the volitional control of offenders, 
even if it were possible to do so. But it is.not possible, 
and, indeed, where volition is weakest or most erratic, 
the necessity of deterrent motives is greatest; so that, 
even upon mere grounds of policy, it is necessary to 
have laws which will be a terror to evildoers. 





THE RIGHT OF APPEAL IN REVENUE CASES. 

The judgments of the seven judges who heard the 
Alexandra case, in the Exchequer Chamber, probably 
contain every argument which it was possible to adduce 
on either side of the curious technical controversy which 
superseded the anticipated discussion upon the construc- 
tion of the Foreign Enlistment Act. As these judgments 
have now been fully reported (Zhe Attorney-General v, 
Sillem and Others, 12 W. R. 478), it will be advanta- 
geous to exhibit briefly the opposing views maintained 
by the judges of the Court of Common Pleas, on the 
one hand, and of the Queen’s Bench, on the other. It 
is remarkable that the three judges who held that there 
was jurisdiction to hear the appeal, all belonged to the 
Common Pleas, and the four judges who held that there 
~ = jurisdiction, all belonged to the Queen's 


neh. 
In order to make the judgments intelligible, it is ne- 
cessary to begin by ascertaining what the point in 
ispute was. It was enacted by the Queen’s Remem- 
brancer’s Act (22 & 23 Vict. c. 21, s. 26) that it should be 
lawful for the Lord Chief Baron and two or more Barons 
of the Exchequer, from time to time, to make all such 
rules and orders as to the process, practice, and mode of 
pleading on the revenue side of the court, as might seem 
to them necessary and proper; and also, from time to 
time, by any such rule or order, to extend, apply, and 
adapt any of the provisions of the Common Law Proce- 


dure Acts, 1852 and 1854, and any of the rules of pleading 
and practice on the plea side of the 


court, to the revenue 
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side, as might seem to them expedient for making the pro- 
cess, practice, and mode of pleading on the revenue side 
as nearly as might be uniform with the process, practice, 
and mode of pleading on the plea side. In order to 
enable the Alewandra-case to be carried before a court of 
appeal, the Court. of » on the 4th of 
November last, issued certain rules oe yr to be 
made in pursuance of this Act, which had been ed 
four years previously. One of these rules provided that, 
in cases of motions for a new trial, upon the ground of 
misdirection, the party decided against might appeal, 
The question was—whether, under a power to regulate 
“process, practice, and mode of pleading” on the 
revenue side of the Exchequer, it was competent to the 
Court to establish this appeal from itself? Mr. Justice 
Willes says that practice is a word applying to all the 
proceedings by which a cause is brought to judgment 
and execution. If we look into an of the recognised 
books of practice of the courts, we shall find that one of 
the heads of such a book will be “ error.’ The under- 
standing to be gathered from works of practice is, that 
a proceeding by way of error or ap is part of 
the practice of the court in which the $8 
originates. The writ oferror out of chancery having 
been abolished, the only process under which the courts 
now act, from the beginning to the end of any proceed- 
ing, is a process which is sued out in the court ot first 
instance. Mr. Justice Willes further observes that the 
Comihon Law Procedure Act of 1852 recited that its ob- 
ject was to improve “ process, practice, and mode of 
pleading” in the superior courts, and that Act included 
—— in error. Lord Chief Justice Cockburn 
answers these arguments by inquiring whether any one 
ever thought of speaking of the practice of the Exchequer 
Chamber as the practice of either of those courts from 
which an appeal lies to it. “The fundamental fallacy 
appears to me to consist in supposing that, because a 
cause commences on the revenue side of the Exchequer, 
and, in a certain sense, may be said to be a cause in that 
court, the practice and procedure of the Exchequer 
Chamber is, therefore, to be a part of the practice and 
procedure of the Court of Exchequer.” Mr. Justice 
Crompton remarked, upon the argument derived from 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, that “it would 
be a very unsafe construction to infer from the preamble 
or recital of a statute, that it contains all which the 
statute refers to, and that the statute contains nothing 
more than what may be said to be included im the re- 
cital or preamble.” It is difficult to add anything to 
the force with which these opposing views are stated, 
and it is still more difficult to decide between them. 
And if we turn from the disputed clause to what may 
be called its surrounding circumstances, we shall find, on 
either side, arguments of nearly equal cogency. Mr. 
Justice Mellor considers that the Legislature has pro- 
vided for certain cardinal alterations in the practice and 

rocedure on the revenue side of the Exchequer, and 

as given new, but special and limited, ry of appeal 
to litigants, and, as was done in the Common Law 
Procedure Acts, has left the details necessary to carry 
them into effect to the discretion of the judges of the 
Court of Exchequer. ‘A power to state a special case, a 
power of pena in certain cases, and a power to each 

rty to tender a bill of exceptions on the trial, are care- 
fully and specially provided for ; but no @ is given 
against the judgment of the Court on granting, refusing, 
making absolute, or discharging a rule for a new trial, or 
to enter a nonsuit or verdict upon a point reserved at the 
trial.” There might be considerations which would render 
such a power inexpedient in revenue suits, and it could 
scarcely be imagined that the propriety of giving such a 
power escaped the consideration of the Legislature when 
these special provisions were framed. Mr. Justice Willes 
combats this by es that the cases in 
which were was the Legislature were cases 
in which the eocel ‘atetfervuee of the Legislature was 
necessary; and, further, one of those cases was peculiar, 





and belonged to the revenue jurisdiction only. The in- 
troduction of these special provisions showed that “the 
Legislature intended to put the Crown in the same con- 


dition as the subject in every respect in which that 


course could be taken.” In the case of a rule for a new 
. trial, Mr. Justice Willes. considered that, © dlacreton to 


say whether an appeal should lie might be intl 
Court of Exchequer, because such an appeal was “ onl 
a more convenient mode of raising a question whi 
could have been raised upon a bill of exceptions.” Here 
in it may be said that the conflicting arguments pro- 

duce nearly equilibrium in the reader's mind. rd 
Chief Justice Erle adduces what we may venture to call 
a weak argument to help his strong arguments when he 
points out that section 19 of the Queen's Remembrancer’s 
Act makes proceedings in error a step in the cause to be 
taken in such manner as may be directed by any order 
to be made by the Barons of the Exchequer, and that 
such order must be made by the Barons under section 
26, when making orders as to oy ractice, and mode 
of pleading on the revenue side. He says,—* Section 
19, relating to proceedings in error, seems to me to refer 
exprennay. for the practice in those to the 
orders te be made by the Barons under section 26. It 
refers to orders to be made under this Act; and section 26 
is the section which empowers them to make the required 
orders. If this view of the effect of the statute be correct, 
it is certain that the power of the Barons to make orders 
as to the process, practice, and mode of pleading on the 
revenue side was not confined to the Court of Exchequer, 
but extended to the Court of Error, into which suits 
should be brought from the revenue side of the Court of 
Exchequer.” The argument here stated amounts shortly 
to this, that one section gives an appeal with practice to 
be regulated by the Barons, and another section gives 
power to regulate practice, which must therefore be 
taken to mean practice not only of the court of first in- 
stance but of the Court of Appeal. The argument is 
perhaps conclusive, as far as it goes; but it does not get 
rid of the question, whether a power to regulate practice 
in the higher court on a includes a power to create 
an appeal to such higher court. Mr, Justice Crompton 
lends considerable weight to the peaplire side of this 

uestion when he says:—“ I cannot help thinking that 
ios is a — difference between the auaper of the 
appeal and the right of appeal. The former might, with 
less difficulty, be called ‘ practice,’ but 1 have great diffi- 
culty in seeing how the giving a right to appeal is 
‘practice.’ ” 

It may not be superfiuous to say a few words upon a 
point which was left unnoticed by the judges. It rather 
conflicts with one’s legal notions, to find the Court of Ex- 
chequer issuing in 1863, under a statute passed in 1859, 
rules for the purpose of conferring a right of appeal in a 
pending cause. The exercise of this statutory power may 
properly be considered as equivalent to the enactment of a 
statute. The immediate inducement to exercise the power 
was understood to be the difficulty which arose between 
the Lord Chief Baron and the Attorney-General, as to 
the terms of the bill of exceptions u which it was 


originally proposed to bring the case the Exche- 
quer Chamber. It would be highly convenient to get rid 
of this difficulty by creating a new right of from 


a decision upon a rule; but if what is tantamount to 
lagisiosine interference may be obtained whenever 
difficulties arise in the course of legal proceedings, laws 
yers may prepare themselves for entering upom.an era 
of which the reality will far surpass the wildest dreams 
of those whom some call re and others dis- 
turbers, of the law. If the Barons of the Exchequer, 
armed with legislative power, may intervene, why should 
not the Legislature itself? Seven judges have been 
labouring, with indifferent success, to arrive at a 
conclusion whether the ure meant to confer 


this power on the Barons of the bac PA But the 
Yaseuion which is now sitting, could tell in a moment 
what its meaning was. Further, if the Alewandra case 
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should ever contrive to get again before a court, very 
considerable difficulty would be felt upon the construc- 
tion of the Foreign Enlistment Act. But the Legisla- 
ture might, if it would, pass a short enactment to save 
trouble to the judges, by informing them whether or not 
it intended that a vessel should, under the Alexrandra’s 
circumstances, be confiscated. Ifthe principle of what 
may fairly be called ex post facto legislation be once ad- 
mitted, it does not seem easy to fix any bounds to its ap- 
plication. 

Without presuming to offer any confident opinion 
upon a question which has divided the Exchequer - 
ber as equally as the laws of arithmetic and of nature 
would permit, it may perhaps be allowable to observe 
that the judges of the Queen's Bench have taken what 
may not improperly be described as a common-sense 
view of the case, while the judges of the Common Pleas 
have resorted to rather refined arguments. If the Legis- 
lature had made up its mind that it was expedient to 

ive the same right of appeal on the revenue side of the 

xchequer as existed on the plea side, it would have 
been easy for the Legislature to have said so plainly. 
Mr. Baron Bramwell stated that it had been the opinion 
of the officers of the Revenue that a general power of 
appeal was inexpedient. If the question of con- 
struction be considered by a mind impressed with 
the necessity of improving and facilitating proce- 
dure, and familiar with the labours of commissions 
and Parliament towards that object, it is natural 
to arrive at the conclusion of Mr. Justice Willes 
But if it were possible to look at the Queen’s Remem- 
brancer’s Act, and at the Common Law Procedure Acts, 
to which it refers, simply, and to banish all recollection 
of the course of reform in legal practice, it is highl 
ea that any competent lawyer would concur wit 

r. Justice Blackburn, when he says that—‘ There 
were four matters, in which the mode of questioning 
in a Court of Error the decision of the Exchequer on a 
matter arising on the plea side, differed from the mode 
of questioning its decision on a matter arising on the 
revenue side. When the Legislature e enacts 
that three of those shall apply to the revenue side, it 
seems to me to afford a strong argument that the Legis- 
lature did not intend the fourth, namely, the power of 
appeal, to apply to them.” 





THE GOVERNMENT RAILWAY COMPANIES’ BILLS. 

The report made in the last session by the committee on 
private bill legislation recommended, by its first two resolu- 
tions, that bills should be passed for the further consolidation 
of the clauses usually contained in railway and other private 
Acts; that “a bill be prepared and brought in for enabling 
new and existing railway companies, en compliance with 
conditions to be contained therciv, such compliance to be 
certified by a department, to make new lines of rail- 
way and new railway works, when all partics are con- 
senting, and also for accomplishing the following objects:— 
1, Giving power to two or more companies to enter into 
mutual arrangements for the working or use of their respec- 
tive lines for limited periods. 2. Giving extension of time for 
the sale of superfluous lands by railway companies. 3. Power of 
raising further capital, with preferential dividends or otherwise, 
for completion of existing lines, or for additiunal works, the 
priority or the rights of existing preference shareholders being 
secured.” 

The tirst of these recommendations was carried out by the 
Railways’ Clauses Act, 1863 (c. 92), and the Companies’ 
Clauses Act, 1863 (c. 118), the bills for which, as soon as they 
were printed, were analysed in our Journal, and the Acts 
themselves are contained in our statutes. Effect is now proposed 
to be given by the Government to the second recommendation, 
by two bills, introduced by Mr. Milner Gibson and Mr. Hutt. 
One is called the Railways Construction Facilities Bill, and has, 
for its general scope, to substitute a certificate by the Board of 
Trade for the special Act, in cases where there is no opposition 
to the proposed railway or railway work. The certificate is to 
have power to incorporate the company. With the certificate 
as with a special Act, the svitable parts of the Consolidation 
Acts will be incorporated, General rules by the Board will 
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supply the place of the standing orders. Of the other bill, also, 
a certificate of the Board is the machinery proposed to dispense 
with application to Parliament in the three cases where the ac- 
complishment is desired of the purposes mentioned in the second 
recommendation. This bill is called the Railway Companies’ 
Powers Bill. Mr. Milner Gibson has expressed his inten- 
tion of proceeding with the bills with all convenient despatch, 
so that parties interested in them, should they pass, may have 
the benefit of them as soon as possible. The following are the 
provisions of the bills. They both apply to the United King- 
dom, but we have not specified the express references to Scot- 
land or Ireland:— 
Tue Rartways Construction Facitities Bin. 

The object of this bill is expressed in the preamble to be, to 
enable persons, without their being obliged to procure a special 
Act, to obtain the power, by a general Act, of making a rail- 
way, where all landowners and other parties beneficially inte- 
rested are consenting. 

The * Lands,” “ Companies’,“ and “ Railways’ Clauses Acts” 
respectively, in this Act, include the Consolidation Acts of 
1860 and 1863. 

Contracts for Lands. 

Promoters intending to apply under this Act, and land- 
owners, are to have, in order to the purchase or taking and 
sale of the lands for the railway, the powers of the Lands 
Clauses Acts, as fully as if the promoters had obtained a 
special Act incorporating those Acts; but (1) not the powers 
conferred with respect to the purchase and taking of lands 
utherwise than by agreement, or to the entry upon lands, or 
for the determination of the purchase or compensatiog moncy, 
or the settlement of any apportionment or matter otherwise 
than by agreement (except as to compensation for enfranchise- 
ment); (2) parties under disability shall have capacity only to 
contract for sale, but not (before the certificate, hereinafter 
provided, of the Board of Trade comes into operation) to carry 
out the contract; (3) the promoters (before certificate) shall 
have power, by this Act, only to contract, but not to take or 
hold lands. User of, or interforence with, a public road, or of 
lands of public trustees (such user or interference being au- 
thorised by certificate), is not to be deemed a taking or using 
of lands within this Act or the certificate. 

Application for Certificate. 

The promoters, having contracted for purchase ofthe lands, 
(1) may apply to the Board of Trade for a certificate; (2) may 
deposit maps, plans, sections, books of reference, and an 
estimate of expenses, according to rules to be made by the 
Board; (3) may publish notice of the application. The Board 
shall proceed to consider the application, and inquire whether 
the promoters have purchased all the lands required, and have 
complied with the requirements for deposit and notice. A 
declaration before a justice, by the promoter’s solicitor, is to be 
admitted by the Board as evidence of the matters declared. 

Certificute. 

On being satisfied, the Board may issuc a certificate that 
the company, or persons specified in it, may make the railway. 
The Board may insert provisions and conditions for effectu- 
ating the purposes of the certificate. The certificate is to be 
published in the Gazette. It is to have the same force as if 
the contents had been enacted by Parliament; its validity 
is not to be impeached on any ground; and it is to be judicially 
noticed. If the company or persons do not, within the time 
prescribed in the certificate, or, if none, within five years, com- 
plete and open the railway for traffic, then (subject to any 
provisions in the certificate) the powers given by the certificate 
shall cease, except as to any completed part of the railway. 

Lands. 

The Lands Clauses Acts are to be incorporated with the cer- 
tificate, as the special Act, except as may be therein excepted; 
and with the exceptions before mentioned (but excluding from 
the exceptions section 91 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845), and subject to the restriction, that the part of the 
Lands Clauses Acts, with respect to omitted interests, shall not 
take effect without the consent of the Board of Trade, 

Incorporation of Company. 

When the promoters are not an incorporated company, and 
are seven or more, a company shall be incorporated by the 
certificate; if Jess than seven, a compauy may be incorporated, 
if the promoters desire. An incorporating certificate shall con- 
tain apt terms for creating a body corporate, with succession 
and seal, and power to take, hold, and dispose of lands and 
property, and may confer power to borrow on mortgage, and 
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other usual or proper powers. The Companies’ Clauses Acts 
shall be incorporated with the certificate, as the special Act, 
except as may be therein excepted, and the provision for aflord- 
ing access to the special Act. A company empowered by cer- 
tificate, whether incorporated by special Act or by certificate, 
or otherwise, shall, except as provided in some special Act or 
certificate, be subject to the following restrictions :—(1) The com- 
pany shall not borrow until the whole of the nominal capital au- 
thorised by the certificate is subscribed for or taken, and one- 
half paid up, and the company proves to a justice (who, in the 
case of a company subject to the Companies’ Clauses Consoli- 
dation Acts is to be the certifying justice, under section 40 of 
the Act of 1845, before he so certifies) that the whole of .the 
nominal capital has been subscribed for or “taken in good 
faith,’ and is held by subscribers or their assigns, and that 
they are legally liable for it; (2) shall not borrow a larger 
sum than one third of the amount of the nominal capital autho- 
rised by the certificate; (3) shall not, out of money raised 
under the certificate by calls or borrowing, pay interest or divi- 
dend on calls made on shares (except interest on advances by a 
shareholder, beyond his calls, as allowed by the Companies’ 
Clauses Acts); (4) shall not, out of money so raised, deposit 
any money on application to Parliament; (5) shall apply all 
money so raised for the purposes authorised by the certificate. 
Contracts of the promoters for lands, before the incorporation 
by certificate, are to be as binding on the company as if entered 
into by the company. 
(To be continued). 








EQUITY. 


SOLICITOR OF MARRIED WOMAN. 

Re Hooper, Baylis v. Wathins, LL.J., 12 W. R. 324. 

The above case contains several points interesting tc 
solicitors and the profession generally. The facts are 
shortly these:—In December, 1858, Mrs. Hooper, acting 
under the advice of Mr. Clarke, a solicitor, instituted a 
suit in the Divorce Court for a judicial separation from 
her husband, on the ground of cruelty. Mr. Clarke, and 
subsequently the firm of Clarke & Mead, acted as her 
attorneys in that suit. At the hearing acompromise was 
effected; difficulties, however, arose in carrying out the 
arrangement then made, and an attempt was made on 
the parf’of Mrs. Hooper to proceed with the suit. Leave 
to do this was, however, refused by Sir Cresswell Cress- 
well, and by the full Court: Hooper v. Hooper, 1 Sw. & 
Tr. 602, 8 W. R. 319. Shortly after this, Mr. Hooper 
died, and all proceedings in the suit were thereby stopped. 

Mr. Clarke and Messrs. Clarke & Mead then instituted 
a suit in chancery for the administration of Mr. Hooper’s 
estate, and therein claimed to recover from his estate the 
amount of their costs incurred in the Divorce Court on 
behalf of Mrs. Hooper, as necessaries supplied to the de- 
ceased’s wife. Evidence was gone into at great length on 
both sides,and the case finally came on to be heard before the 
Lords Justices. The plaintiffs relied on Brown v. Ackroyd, 
referred to below, which decided that the costs of a suit for 
divorce @ mensa et thoro, if necessary for the protection of 
the wife, may be recovered from the husband as necessaries 
supplied to her. The Lords Justices had, therefore, to 
decide the question, whether or not the suit of Hooper v. 
Hooper was a justifiable and proper proceeding. It is, of 
course, unnecessary to go into the evidence here. It is 
sufficient to state that both the Lords Justices came to 
the conclusion that the suit was altugether unsupported 
by any sufficient evidence of cruelty, disallowed the 
claim altogether, and ordered Mr. Clarke to pay a con- 
siderable part of the costs of the proceedings in chancery. 

So much for the facts of this particular case. Several 
questions, however, arose in the course of the proceedings, 
having an important bearing on the question, under what 
circumstances a solicitor is justified in instituting such a 
suit. Mr. Clarke attempted to shelter himself under the 
shield of counsel. It appeared that the opinion of an 
eminent barrister had been taken, and that the suit was 
instituted under his advice. On this point the Lord Justice 
Turner remarks as follows:—* The opinion of counsel 
proceeds entirely on the state of facts laif before him; 





and upon examining the case laid before counsel, it is 
plainly an cz parte case on the part of the lady. It was 
the duty of the solicitor, in stating that case, to have 
atated the facts as they stood, and as, upon making 
proper inquiries, he might have found that they stood. 
He made no such inquiries; and, therefore, I am of 
opinion that the advice of counsel in this case was no 
justification for the course he adopted.” In these obser- 
vations the Lord Justice touches also upon another 
point in the case. It appears to have been suggested, on 
the part of Mr. Clarke, that, at all events, he was igno- 
rant of the adverse circumstances, which had since trans- 
pired, at the time the suit was instituted. In answer to 
this, the Lord Justice Knight Bruce lays down a sort of 
doctrine of constructive notice as applicable to the case. 
He says, in language which few of our readers will be 
inclined to challenge,—“ For every purpose of the present 
dispute there must, I think, be substantially imputed to 
Mr. Clarke the possession of a knowledge, which, in my 
opinion, he might and ought to have acquired; and which, 
if he had acquired, the institution of the suit, must, I con- 
ceive, or ought to have appeared to him a highly improper 
proceeding.” 

A third point was, however, raised, though not decided, 
in this case, which appears to us both more important and 
more difficult than those to which we have alluded. It was 
said that supposing, as the evidence then stood, the 
suit of Hooper v. Hooper must have failed at the hearing, 
that was not the question to be considered. The question 
to be considered was the state of the facts as they 
appeared to Mr. Clarke at the time of the institution of 
the suit. The facts might have turned out otherwise than 
he expected, but he was not, therefore, to be punished with 
the loss of his costs. Our readers will observe that this 
may be stated in two ways. It might be contended, in 
the first place, that, however mistaken the solicitor might 
have been in his opinion, still, so long as he acted bond jide 
and honestly, he was entitled to recover his costs from 
the husband. We apprehend, however, that this could 
never be maintained with success, nor does it seem to 
have been seriously brought forward in the present case. 
In the second place, it may be argued, and, in our opinion, 
with much justice, that if the evidence at the commence- 
ment of the suit, when properly examined into and tested, 
was such as to have afforded the solicitor good ground 
for supposing that the suit would be successful, then he 
ought to recover his costs; even although, contrary to his 
well-founded expectation, the facts may have turned out to 
be against him. This point was expressly left undecided by 
the judgment; both the Lords Justices being of opinion that 
on no supposition was the institution of the suit of 
Hooper v. Hooper justifiable. But there is a passage in 
the judgment of the Lord Justice Turner, to which we 
desire to call attention. His Lordship says, referring to 
the argument we have just stated, “I do not mean to 
give any opinion on that point; though I do not desire to 
be considered as assenting to this view of the case, be- 
cause the foundation of the suit—the right of the lady to 
recover in the suit—the right of the attorney to prosecute 
the suit—depends upon the lady having had power to 
pledge the credit of her husband; and if the suit would 
have failed when brought to a hearing, then it would ap- 
pear that there was no foundation for the suit atall, and, 
therefore, no right to recover.” He goes on to say, that 
this appears to have been the view taken in Brown v. 
Ackroyd. Now, with all possible deference to the learned 
judge, this does not appear to us to be clear. Brown 
v. Ackroyd 5 EL & B, 819, 4 W. R. 229, was, in many re- 
spects, similar to the present case. A suit for ‘a divorce 
a mensa et thoro on the arma a cruelty had been in- 
stituted; the wife died pending the suit, and the solicitors 
sought to recover from the husband. There, also, the Court 
was of opinion that the suit was not justifiable, and decided 
against the plaintiff on that ground. We cite the following 
passage from the judgment of Lord Campbell. “ Neither 
do I agree that it is necessary, in such an action as this, 
for the proctor to show that there was full evidence of 
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facts necessarily entitling the wife to the divorce. For 
there may well be cases of nicety,in which it is not 
clear whether the evidence absolutely amounts to proof 
of the divorce propter sevitiam; and it would be too much 
to say there ought to be conclusive evidence of this in 
order to entitle the proctor to recover; it is enough if 
there is reasonable cause for the proceeding.” Rice v. 
Shepherd, 12 0. B. N. 8. 332, merely followed Brown v. 
Ackroyd. Macqueen on Divorce, p. 219, has the follow- 
ing observations on this point: —* As to the maxim that 
the Court (of Divorce) will in no case award costs to the 
party whose delinquency has been established, it is to be 
observed that the carrying on a suit or defence for a wife 
is a legal necessary, for which she can pledge her hus- 
band’s credit. The proceedings are, at the outset, founded 
in all appearance on a sound basis. They are gravely 
recommended by counsel. Unexpected difficulties arise in 
the progress of the suit. The evidence may be doubtful. 
The legal question may be difficult. The Court itself 
may be perplexed. In such a case the husband may well 
be charged with the wife’s costs, though she is ultimately 
found to have been in the wrong.” He then cites Brown 
v. Ackroyd as supporting this view. To the same effect is 
another passage, page 228. Having regard to these 
authorities, and to the fact that the Lord Justice himself 
expressly disclaimed any intention of deciding the point, 
we veature to think that there is no foundation for the 
doubt thrown out by his Lordship: and that a solicitor is 
entitled to recover costs from the husband, even although 
the decision may be against him, if, at the commence- 
ment of the proceedings, he had good grounds for believ- 
ing that the suit was founded in justice and right. 


Sa 





REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


ACCESS TO THE CHANCEL, 
Griffin v. Dighton, Ex. C., 12 W. R. 441. 

This was a decision on appeal from the Queen’s Beneh 
in a case which, happily for the peace and comfort of the 
Church, is not of common occurrence; but, the worse the 
character of the case, the better often is the ascertain- 
ment of the law. When the lay rector—a lady, to boot— 
keeps the key of the chancel door, and the vicar, conse- 
quently, takes off the lock, and puts on a lock of his own, 
we may be sure that every scrap of law which can be 
found on or about the subject—in the Clergyman’s Vade 
Mecum of Johnson, Degges’ Clergyman’s Law, Cripps’ 
Church and Clergy, Gibson’s Index, Burns’ Ecclesiastical 
Law, or Rogers’, or Watson’s, or in the reported cases— 
will be brought, on one side or the other, keenly before 
the Court; the rector and the vicar, not improbably, 
forming part of the congregation at the hearing. Griffin 
v. Dighton, both in the court below (11 W. R. 804), and 
in the Exchequer Chamber, was fertile in such references. 
The facts were, that there was only one lock and one key 
of the chancel door of Dixton Church, in Monmouth- 
shire, and Mrs. Griffin, the lady rector, kept the key 
and used to lock the door between services on Sundays, so 
that Mr. Dighton, the vicar, could not get in. The defen- 
dant requested the plaintiff that the door might be un- 
locked, but the plaintiff refused. More than this, during 
service on Sundays, the lady rector, against the will of 
the vicar and his churchwarden, who was also a defen- 
dant, would keep the door open, “ to the great annoyance, 
nuisance, and disturbance ” of the vicar and congrega- 
tion. The vicar and churchwarden took off this lock and 
put on another, with two keys—one for themselves and 
one to be delivered, as they were ready and willing to 
deliver it, to the plaintiff. Thereupon the plaintiff 
brought an action of trespass, declaring that the defen- 
dants “ broke and entered a certain close of the plaintiff, 
that is to say, the chancel.” The defendants pleaded, 
with the proper garniture, the facts above stated. The 
plaintiff demurred. : 

On one side it was contended that, at common law, 
the freehold, and, therefore, the possession of the chureh 





were in the rector, and that the minister had no 
common law right to the possession, even for spiritual 
purposes, but must seek, in the spiritual court, his remedy, 
for enforcing the use of the Church for such purposes, 
Hence the vicar and churchwarden were trespassers, if, 
against the rector’s will, they forced a door of the church, 
even for the purposes of ministration. At all events, the 
possession of the chancel of the church, subject to the 
use of that part for the communion and for marriage, be- 
longed exclusively to the rector. Against the contention 
on the rector’s part, the judgment in the Queen’s Bench 
was delivered by the Chief Justice; it was full and in- 
structive, both in its statement of law and in its reference 
to authority. In contemplation of law the freehold of 
the church and churchyard was in the rector, whether 
spiritual or lay. But this naked right did not carry the 
right of possession, which was in the incumbent, who 
was responsible to the ordinary for the celebration of 
divine worship. A spiritual rector, when inducted, had 
the corporal possession for the parishioners’ use, subject 
to the control of the ordinary. Where there was no spiri- 
tual rector, the vicar or the perpetual curate had the like 
possession. Churches in their origin were dedicated by 
those who erected them and gave the sites to the purposes 
of worship. It would be inconsistent with this object to 
hold that in the case of a lay impropriator the right of 
possession followed the freehold. In this respect there 
was no distinction between the body of the church and 
the chancel. The notion that the chancel was part of 
the rector’s glebe, though entertained by Lord Coke, was 
exploded. The rector was bound to repair the chancel, 
not from his having any peculiar property in it, but by 
the custom of the realm. Probably the origin of the cus- 
tom was, that the chancel was appropriated to the holy 
offices and to the seats of the ministers. Anciently both 
nave and chancel were repaired out of the tithes, but in 
process of time the clergy induced the laity to repair the 
nave. The rector’s liability to repair was not universal. 
Nor did the general right of the rector to have a pew in 
the chancel carry with it any further consequence. 
Originally vicars had the like right. The ordinary’s 
jurisdiction for the benefit of the parishioners extended 
to the chancel as well as the church. 

The judgment of the Queen’s Bench was affirmed by 
the Exchequer Chamber (Erle, ©.J.. Williams and Willes, 
JJ., Martin, Channell, and Pigott, BB:). That Court, as 
well as the Court below, adopted the language of Sir 


John Nichol in Jarrett v. Steel, 3 Phill. 167, where a . 


vicar instituted a suit in the Arches Court against the 
lessee of the great tithes for having forced open the 
chancel-door, on which the vicar had put a lock ;—“all 
persons ought to understand that the sacred edifice of the 
church is under the protection of the ecclesiastical laws, 
as they are administered in these courts ; that the pos- 
session of the church is in the minister and the church- 
wardens, and that no person has a right to enter it when 
it is not open for divine service, except with their per- 
mission and under their authority.” 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Master oF THE Rotts.) 

March 3,—A motion was made on behalf of a Mrs. Ann 
Jones, that her name should be struck out of a bill which a 
firm of solicitors had filed in her name without her authority. 
It that a Mr. Thomas Shaw informed the solicitors 
that Mrs. Ann Jones wished that they should institute a suit 
in her name for the administration of a certain trust deed. 
The solicitors, not being satisfied with the mere communication 
of Mr, Shaw, wrote a letter to Mrs. Jones, roquesting her to 
sign a formal document authorizing them to commence a suit 
in her name. To that letter, irs Sones gave no answer. The 


solicitors, nevertheless, without any authority from her, insti- 
tuted a suit in her name. Application was now made on her 
behalf, not only that her name should be struck out of the 
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bill, but th at the solicitors should themselves be liable to pay 
the costs of the proceedings they had taken in her name. 

His Honour said it was obvious that if suits were instituted 
without proper authority, the most dangerous consequences 
might follow. The fact that Mrs. Jones remained silent when 
these solicitors wrote to her to be informed whether she had 
instructed Thomas Shaw to request them to institute a suit in 
her name did not authorise them to institute asuit. On the 
contrary, her silence ought to have shown them that before in- 
stituting a suit in her name they required something more than 
the bare word of. Thomas Shaw. ‘The Court regretted very 
much that expensive proceedings had gone on in Mrs. Jones's 
name without any authority from her. 
struck out of the bill, and the solicitors must pay the costs of 
the proceedings. 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius at Guildhall). 

Feb. 29.—At the commencement of these sittings there were 
116 causes for trial, 71 marked for special juries, and 45 for 
common juries. Of the special jury causes 24 were tried, 18 
withdrawn, 16 postponed for various reasons, 11 made remanets 
at the instance of the parties, one was struck out, and in one 
there was no record, Of the common juries 27 were tried, 13 
withdrawn, 3 made remanets by the parties themse!ves, one was 
postponed, and in one there was no record. It follows, there- 
fore, that, as far as the court is concerned, all the causes entered 
have been disposed of. ‘Two learned judges have sat almost 
every day during the sittings, and that even on the days when 
there were sittings in banco. Nothing but most strenuous exer- 
tion would have cleared so heavy a list. 


COURT FOR DIVORCE AND 
CAUSES. 





MATRIMONIAL 


(Before Sir J. P. Wipe.) 

March 1.—-Cooper vy. Cooper.—In this case the wife had 
abandoned her suit, and resumed cohabitation with her hus- 
band. ‘The only question sub judice was as to the costs of the 
petitioner's solicitor. 

The learned JupGe, in delivering judgment this morning, 
said that es the wife might be properly assumed to be without 
means to enable her to prosecute her suit or defend herself, it 
was only right that a professional gentleman who undertook 
her case should be indemnified for his expenses. ‘Therefore 
the costs of the wife must be paid by the husband. 





SPRING ASSIZES. 
Norruern Circuit. 
DURHAM, 

This circuit commenced at this city on the 27th ult, under 
the recent re-arrangement of the Northern and Midland Circuits. 
The Bar appear to have done their best to adapt themselves to 
the division of the cirenit—a division, indeed, which they could 
not help, and which it would, perhaps, be too much tosay they 
are satisfied with; as to many it is a serious loss, to others a 
great tisk and a beginning again of their professional life, and 
to many others the loss or curtailment of ambitious and well- 
grounded hopes. ‘The majority have adhered to the Northern 
Circuit as curtailed, some have gone with York tothe Midland 
Circuit, and very many have elected, while adhering to the 
Northern Circuit, to go to the northern counties of Durham, 
Northumberland, Cumberland, and North Lancashire, and 
then to Yorkshire, where they have still vested rights, in pre- 
ference to Liverpool, where the assizes. will be sitting at the 
same time. It may safely be stated that there are few barris- 
ters on this side of the circuit to whom the late changes have 
not been productive of inconvenience or loss. 

Mr. Justice Willes and Mr. Justice Shee arrived in Durham 
in the afternoon, when Mr. Justice Shee opened the commis- 
sion. Mr. Justice Willes attended Divine service at the 
Cathedral on Sunday morning, in the High Sheriff's carriage, 
and with the usual state; Mr. Justice Shee going to the 
Catholie chapel as a private gentleman. 

The calendar was very light, and contained the names of 
twenty-eight prisoners, charged with the usual variety of 
cence There was, however, no very serious case among 
them. 

The cause-list contained an entry of eight causes only, one 
of which was marked for a special jury. 

Home Crecuir. 
HEREFORD. 


March 2.+-The commission was opened in this city to-day 
by Lord Chief Justice Erle and the Loid Chief Baron, 


THE SOLICITC IRS J OURNAL & REPORTER. 


Her name must be. 


2 23,2 ¥€ fet z 
sieesiss @ a 2: f Ege z 
e eee )6 6 ide Sates 
a5> BEES nan Be ¥e 
Breaey 58 aes eae ake 2 
FeORSS SEE B22 883 cee s3ges 
: @ gf Ss FESS SER Fes 88555 
i 8 Bogs AERA : 2: 528 gagSs 
| Baa SIRS 333 #8 sa583 
= 3 2 ee 
$° 33.3 Bam eaose 333 aos Ee ego 
; gMee ears .3 5 Som zeus g 
: Baca 8:8 22: 219 & ge58 
Swen Soe os. d 333° Soe Bee. . o 
iSFereo|eF pa: e i: gif gae:ig 
; a: 828 g: 2 33-3 Fe 2 tee 
; BSS, Sa: 3:5 ; 
; ORS Sai eit d 8s 8 
° 2 wo. @ *¢: § ye the 6 
; Bip s8: S bih, 88 
. . Ss . ao “ee « . 
Sees se eee oe eee 23 
at% 
SFr 
» £88 foe we | Be 
wu wt — 
ynea8BSE2 coer a8 88 oS8288 | 98 
oan 
S$ 
a 
an 
wl askeses ab 
oo 





343 ° 








“Mrpnawp Cimourn, 
WORCESTER. 

Feb. 27.—The commission was opened in this city to-day. 
Five causes were entered for trial, two of which were marked 
for special juries. 

NorFoik Ciacurr. 
LEICESTER. 

March 2.—The commission was opened in this town tr A 
by ~ Justice Crompton. Only one cause was entered for 
tria 

OAKHAM. 

March 1.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr. Justice Crompton. There was not one cause entered 
for trial. 

OxForD CIRCUIT. 
OXFORD. 

Feb, 27.—The commission was opened in this city to-day by 
Mr. Jastice Keating and Mr, Baron Pigott. There was not 
one cause entered for trial. 


Western Crecuir. 
WINCHESTER, 
Feb. 27,—The commission was opened in this city to-day by 
Mr. Baron Martin. Eleven causes were entered trial, four 
of which were marked for special juries. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS. 


GENERAL RETURNS sy tue Carer RecistRaR OF THE 
Courr or BANKRUPTCY, FOR THE YEARS ENDING 11 Ocro- 
BER, 1862, AND 11 OcroneER, 1863. 


COURT OF BANKKUPTCY.—1862. 


GENERAL Return for the year ending the 11th day of ba 
ber, 1862, of all Matters Judicial and Financial 
“the Bankruptcy Act, 1861,” framed by the Chief Registrar 
of the Court (in pursuance of section 67 of such Act, and 
of a General Order made under it, dated the 18th day of 
July, 1863). 
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TRUST ‘DEEDS. 


Total number of deeds registered ...ssesseresecceereceececeeees 2,651 
Deeds of assignment ... . 

” composition ... 

” inspectOrship ...eccsescccccccescccseceesess 

—— 2,651 










MASTERS’ ntchantccll 
Number Of bills taxed......-.cccccsesescccccscsccessccescccces 5,263 


Total gross AMOUNE......cecseccecccccccsscceeseees --+ 111,999 136 13 6 
Amount of solicitors’ bills ..........0+++-+ 83,715 12 
- messengers’ bills ...-+-.+...++« 15.215 4 ; 
” assignees and others, for travel- 
ling expenses, &C.....esseeces wT 3 7 
oe auctioneers’ bills.....es0.0.+-. 10,201 6 5 
oe accountants’ DiS ...e..ee000- 2,530 2 10 





111,939 13 6 








Amount struck Off On taxation ..cesecsccccsccccccecees 9,962 0 0 


APPEALS. 
Number of appeals ..cccccccccccccccvcccccscccscesccccccccsecscce 49 
Cases in which judgments were affirmed ... 1 








” reversed ... . 
» VATICH .eeccesecscece « «66 
2” pending, abandoned, or “are 
— 49 
Number of appeals under trust decds ....scccccscscccceccccscesces & 
Cases in which judgments were affirmed ... Cee 
” reversed ... coe 0 
2 VATICd .cccccvecccccccccsen O 


pe pending, abandoned, or ar- 
TANGEd cevcceseccccecsors O 


Number of appeals from county Courts ..scccccsccsscccvcccsesess 2 
Cases in which judgments were affirmed .. 1 

ee reversed ... . 1 

*” VATICD .eccseveseccscecee «© O 
- pending, abandoned, or ar- 

FANGE ..ccrescccsccccese 


MESSENGERS. 

An account of all fees received by the messengers in the 
London court, and in the district courts in the country, in 
respect of anything done or duty discharged under any 
bankruptcy ; also, an account of payments actually dis- 
bursed, and for assistance, including the salaries of the mes- 
sengers and their clerks; also, an account of all sums of 
money received, by way of deposits, from or on account of 
any bankrupt, in trust for his estate. 








For business done under the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1861, including deposits} Total Receipts. | Total Payments. 
applied to the payment of bills. 





rey oe * 2 s. 4. 
By the messengers in London ..... 13,664 19 7 12,958 2 11 
By the messengers eal the country 



































4,269 5 4 4,197 711 
2,229 3 0 1,588 16 1 
1,109 7 11 1,078 14 2 
4,755 17 8 4,323 8 0 
2,801 4 0 1643 7 1 
: 1,800 5 10 1,100 2 6 
Neweastle ..ccccccccsccccccses 1,441 17 3 1,788 15 6 
£} 32,072 0 7 28,678 14 2 
SOrples .cccccocccsccccccsccsssccocd 3,393 6 5 
DEPOSITS 
| Balance of deposits in the 
Deposits re-| hands of the messengers 
Received for | turned orap-| applicable to payment 
dencaite. | plied to the costs in cases not 
posits, | payment of| concluded, or to be re- 
| Dills, | turned to persons 
| | making the deposits. 
roein dg 4) # ee | £ 8. d. 
London ......| 8,298 14 6 | 6,178 10 3 2,120 4 3 
Biralaghem ..| 1,032 5 6 | 541 le 2 490 13 4 
bicesees] Ome. 0.9 290 0 0 40 0 0 
eg seeves| 75 0 0 547 «0 20 13 0 
IB wcccscee 157 10 0 157 10 0 _- 
Live coon 159 0 0 159 0 0 
M --| 2426] 210 5 8 33 16 10 
inoueae ... 113 0 | 61 9 2 50 3 10 
£10,408 5 6 | 765214 3 275513 
— i ' 








HIGH BAILIFFS OF THE COUNTY COURTS. 
Total amount of deposits received in matters of bank- 
FUMCY 200s vevcccccsescicsccccecdcovece pivscceoeieds £7,228 811 
Total amount of such en cst returned or applied to the 
payment Of DINS .,......secccesecccecevessescccssccecs 919 19 AE 





Balance of depocits remaining in the hands of the high 
Dalllfls .ccccccccecccccccgoccccopoccccccocenses-coccce “howe 1 6 
COUNTY COURTS. 
ReoistrarRs’ Frees iN Bankrurtcy. 
Total receipts ..ccccccccccccccrcccccceesccccssccccsccs £1,043 10 11 
Total payments ...ccercccccccccccccccecescccccesesssece I,08l 4 2 


Net remuneration.....cccsseccccccescccsecsecsersset 0,038 9 10 
Hicu Baiwirrs’ Frees 1x BANKRUPTCY. 

Total receipts... eos £7,301 18 2 

Total payments... » 595713 7 


Net remuncration .....ecccccessccccccscsesece’*** $£1,374 17 LI 


BY THE ACCOUNTANT. 
ToTaL REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE OF THE COURT OF 
Bankruptcy. 
Revenue. Expenditure. 
P 2 ee £ s.4. 
Commissioners of in- Salaries......++ ee+ 78,605 2 11 
land Revenue .... 37,361 15 3  Compensations .... 16,172 11 0 
Interest on stock .. 44,681 1 8 Retiring Annuities.. 5,516 13 4 
Official Assignees, Expenses of Courts 
per centage fees... 9,977 7 8 and Offices....... 4,274 0 11 
Official Assignees, Bank Remuneration 2,547 11 5 
Remuneration Fees 1,390 11 11 Registrar of Meet- 
Chief Registrar .... ww t 8 ings, Revt........ 50 0 0 
By of Meet- Solicitor for Pauper 
Seee — | Prisoners........ 1,413 3 3 
i _ | Costs of Prosecutions 758 1 7 
Paymaster General, | 


for Salaries...... 5,630 18 3° 
Paymaster General, 

for Compensations 

and Retiring An- | 

nuities .......++5 20,341 19 2| 
Clerks’ Fees, Insol- 

vent Debtors’ 

Court wceccceeee - 


£119, 462 14 11 £109,337 4 5 

Tora AMount RECEIVED AND Pap BY THE BANK OF ENG- 
LAND ON ACCOUNT OF THE ACCOUNTANT IN BANKRUPTCY, 

Received .sssscessess «+ £1,004,524 0 1 

PE isk aceuhvgennves ‘ seee 1,106,321 10 2 
M. Hy. WHITEHEAD, Chief Registrar. 


















COURT OF BANKRUPTCY.—1863. 
Generat Return for the year ending the 11th October, 1863, 
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* Qy. £1,308 9s, t Qy. £6,122 Gs 9d. 


t Qy. £1,344 4s. 7d. 
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TRUST DEEDS. 


Total number of deeds registered ......64. 0.0008 60esddogn eb eee 3,016 
Deeds of assignment......ccecceccesecsees cececece 0 0002,308 
e COMPOSITION ...eeseee eeesedce enccegveccaasce OD 


o inspectorahip ..srececvedecccccvccevesdcccceee 19 








— 4,016 
MASTERS’ OFFICE, 
Namber of billa taxed ...cccccccccngecscscccccccccceccescoceee 4,145 
Total @rOSS QMOUNE 2... cccccccccercoccerccccesceccccces £94,262 15 7 
Amount of solicitors’ DiII8 ..0...eceeseeeeees £69,197 12 1 
” messengers’ bills........+ acncces 11474 7 6 
a assignees and others, for travelling 
expenses, &e.... 436 12 7 
” auctioneers’ bills .. 8,770 17 1 
” accountants’ DillS....cecesecsseeess 4,383 4 





6 . 
— 94,262 15 7 
Amount struck Off on taxation.....ccccesssccsctecssvecessS3,081 10 6 





APPEALS. 
LL ERR no i err 70 
Cases in which judgments were affirmed........+++ 
” TEVETSOd..ceeeeeees 
os VWOFICd. coccosccccese eocese 70 
” pending, abandoned, or ar- 
TONBC .cocccrscccccccece 
: — 70 
Number of appeals under trust deeds . ...cscsseccescevecccacecs . 
Cases in which judgments were affirmed.......scceesseess 5 
” TOVErSCd...cccssececeseses 7 
» VAMC. ccccccscccrsccecee  b 
= pending, abandoned, or ar- 
TANZCH es ceceseersecese eee , 
—_—_ 4 


Number ofappeals from county courts.....ssecsesceseceeececccees 4 
Cases in which judgments were affirmed....... evcscccceee 0 


o TOVETSOd. «2. eseeeeees OR 
” varied........ eecesecccecs 1 
” pending, abandoned, or ar- 
TANZOM....ceveceecsecees 
— 4 
MESSENGERS. 


An account of all fees received by the messengers in the 
London court, and in the district courts in the country, in 
respect of anything done or duty discharged under any 
bankruptcy ; also, an account of payments actually dis- 
bursed, and for assistance, including the salaries of the mes- 
sengers and their clerks; also, an account of all sums of 
money received by way of deposits, from or on account of 
any bankrupt, in trust for his estate. 























For business done under the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861, including deposits} Total Receipts. [Total Payments, 
applied to the payment of bills, 
£ £3 4. 
By the messengers in London ......| 14,582 4 7 10,983 14 0 
By the messengers in the country 
district courts, viz. :— 
Birmingham . 5,210 2 10 4,06 13 2 
Bristol ........ 2,197 17 F 1,606 19 11 
Exeter ...... oe 1,480 3 0 1,349 1 5 
Leeds .ssesees 4,934 0 3 4,640 13 3 
Liverpool ...... 2,403 12 2 1,487 9 4 
Manchester oe soeereserecees 2,510 1L 3 1,549 6 2 
Newcastle ....cocccsccccesvece 1,594 18 ft 1,733 6 7 
£) 34,913 9 3 27,417 3 10 
Surplus cteeecneceressceeseereraseeedy 7,496 5 5 




















DEPOSITS, 
| Balance of deposits in the 
Deposits re-| handsof the messengers 
| turned or applicable to payment 
geri bed plied to the of costs in cases not 
yment concluded, or to be re- 
| bills. turned to persons 
ie making the deposits. 
: £54 | £84. £8 
London ......| 8,710 9 1 | 589315 7 2816 13 6 
Birmingham ..} 1,606 1 0 | 1,434 10 10 171.10 2 
Bristol.....-++| 245 0 0 | 175 0 0 70 0 0 
Exetereeeseree| 65 00 | 1415 6 50 4 6 
Leeds .... e005 85 0 0 85 0 0 — 
Liverpool .,..} 195 0 0 | 195 6 0 —- 
Manchester ..| 276 0 0 | 231 9 3 4410 9 
Newcastle ....| 27919 9 | 22416 0 553 9 
£11,462 910 | 8,254 7 2 3,208 2 8 








HIGH BAILIFFS OF THE COUNTY COURTS. 


Total amount of deposits received in matters of bank- 
ru) Cccancnaeacde necks aececccacennsecsdccsnecess Matt Le FT 
f returned 


cy 
amount of such deposits or 
payment Of DIS ...cccsccccccccccccetscevscsensscees 7,010 12 0 


| were stayed by the 54th section of the West Indian Incum 
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Balance of deposits remaining in the hands of the high 
DadliMs ..0erccsccccseccesoece cocecececsceccccsecccooe 1,220 18 I 
* Nore,—In four courts the payments exceed the deposits by sums 
amounting together to £13 17s. 4d. 
COUNTY COURTS. 


ReGIstRARS’ Fees 1n BANKRUPTCY. 








Total receipts ..sccscccccsscccveces pevecsectaeserceses S10,719 14 IL 
Total PAYMEMES. cecicececccscccssecccececssncceess case Seek. e Vee 
Net remuneration ...... eccceecetesececccctecccccs *S8,503 1S 7 
Hien Barres’ Fees in BANKRUPTCY. 
Total receipts ...s.sseeee one vecuge ceqcnceasacatsaqaeane © © 
Total payMents...ccesereeeees seeeerecees ’ 
Net remuneration ...... eosesapenes aseece ecrccccee $46,412 12 7 


BY THE ACCOUNTANT. 
ToraL Revenukz AND EXPENDITURE OF THE CouRT OF 





BaNKRUPTCY. 
Revenue, Expenditure. 
8. d. zz 6.4. 
Commissioners of In- Salaries........+0.2 80,109 15 7 
land Revenue.... 35,215 10 7) Compensations .... 14,981 9 4 
Interest onstock.... 45,146 14 7 | Retiring Annuities.. 8,654 16 10 
Official Assignees’ Expenses of Courts 
r centage Fees.. 1,808 4 7 and Off geceee” eae 
cial = Assignees’ Bank Remuneration 1,931 19 10 
Remuneration Fees 11,883 16 11 of Meet- 
Chief Registrar .... 7112 6| ings’ Rent..... an % 00 
Broker ..ecesseeeee 156 7 1 | Solicitor for Pauper 
Paymaster General Prisoners ........ 2,157 9 0 
for Salaries ...... 2,294 14 11 | Costs of Prosecutions 602 0 5 
Paymaster General to County 
for Compensation Court Registrars... 4,933 0 0 
and Retiring An- 
Nuities ... ...... 24,237 0 0 
Clerks’ Fees Insol- 
vent Debtors’ 
Court. .ccccece eee 37418 1 
Messengers’ Fees .. 1,736 15 4 
Transferred from 
** General Ac- 
count,” being an 
id Fund com- 
of Fees in 
Kkruptcy...6.. 1,182 4 9 
£124,107 19 4 £119,202 10 2 





Toran Amount RECEIVED AND Parp BY THE Bank oF 
ENGLAND, ON ACCOUNT OF THE ACCOUNTANT IN BaNK- 
RUPTCY. 


Ree ved crcccccccccecscctncccccesesocedecccvccateenchne Rina ik 
WUE Whodecscecuccuntseucesccdecedas aassexeose vender 7 
J. F. Mitrer, C 





WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COMMIS- 
SION, 8, PARK-STREET, WESTMINSTER. 
(Before H. J. Stonor, Esq., Chief Commissioner. ) 

In re Parker, Ex parte Dawkins ; Pearse v. Brooke. 
West Inpran IncumBerep Estares Acts, 1854-1858— 
PRacTICE—EFFECT OF CONVEYANCE. 

These were two applications to re-open the accounts of 
mortgagees and consignees of the estates in question for forty 
years, although they had been arranged and compromised 
under an order of the court of chancery in the above cause 
in 1849, or to compel the mortgagees to divide the purchase- 
money in court. equally with the owners of the equity of re- 
demption, according to an alleged agreement, and were made on 
the following grounds:— 

1. That George Craggs Parker, one of the parties interested 
in the equity of redemption, did not authorise the compromise 
in question, and was dead at the date of the order i 
it. 2, That such accounts were admitted pro formé, 
with a view to the alleged agreement, 

The Curer Comaussiover, after considering minutel 
evidence before the Court, and referring to the 
Swinfen vy. Chelmsford, 5 H. & N. 919; v. 
W. R. 446; and Cudlip v. Smedley, 12 W, R. ’ 
an opinion that it would be best to have the varions questions 
raised decided by the court of chancery in the above suit, or 
a supplemental suit i might be done, notwi 
that the proceedings the sale. of the estates in chancery 


oe 


bered Estates Act, 1854, and the 10th section of the Amend 
ment Act, 1858), or by a case to be sent to the court 
chancery from this court, under the 24th section of the A 
of 1854, and adjourned the further hearing for three weeks, 
enable tlie parties to consider what course they 
In conclusion, the Chief Commissioner said that, in 


{Qy. £6,383 19s. 10d. 


= 
$532 
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* Qy. £8,548 11s, 
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quence of some observations made by counsel in argument, he 
thought it right to add that, whatever might be the ultimate 
distribution of the purchase-moneys, the rights of the pur- 
chaser could not be affected in that capacity, although he 
happened to be an incumbrancer and petitioner; and he would, 
on the payment of the balance of his purchase-money at once, 
or of such part as hereafter might be found to‘be due (regard 
being had to his rights as an incumbrancer), be entitled to a 
conveyance Which would confer on him an indefeasible title, 
both at law and in equity. 

Counsel for the applicants, Mr. Roberts and Mr. Maskelyne ; 
for the petitioner, Mr. Jolliffe. 


CLERKENWELL POLICE COURT. 


Feb. 29.—Mr. D’Eyncourt gave judgment to-day in a case 
which was recently heard before him, in which the question of 
the right of passengers in omnibusses to book and secure their 
seats beforehand, to the exclusion of chance customers, was 
raised. He said,—I am glad to find that the opinion which I 
intimated last week, that passengers may book their places in 
omnibusses, and so have a prior claim to the seats so engaged, 
is in accordance with the decisions of other magistrates on the 
subject, and it certainly appears to me that so to decide is not 
only right as a matter of legal construction, but also best for 
the convenience of the public. By the 33rd section of 6 & 7 
Vict. c. 86, it is made an offence to “refuse to admit, at the 
lawful fare, any passenger for whom there is room, and to 
whom no reasonable objection is made,” and the only ques- 
tion is, whether the words “ for whom there is room,” preclude 
the proprietors from booking places for passengers beforehand. 
It used to be held ground of action against the proprietors of 
a stage-coach to refuse to take a passenger for whom there was 
room; but it would have been a complete answer to that 
action that the place in question had been booked for another 
person. So the Act in question seems to me only intended to 
carry out the old law on the subject, and to enforce the ob- 
servance of it by imposing penalties, instead of driving aggrieved 
persons to bring actions. Had it been intended to take away 
the right of engaging places beforehand, more express and 
stronger words would have been used. It is easy, however, to 
ste that people might suffer from the caprice of a conductor, 
especially on a wet morning, unless strict proof of places being 
engaged were produced. In the present case, for instance, the 
omnibus was quite empty when the complainant asked for 
admission, and he is entitled to call upon the conductor to 
prove strictly that every place was engaged, and not only en- 
gaged, but either paid for or to be paid for, whether the person 
engaging it afterwards took his seat or not, 








WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT. 


An order was issued a few days ago to the police magistrates 
from the justices at Quarter Sessions, to the effect that 
prisoners sentenced to terms of confinement upon civil process 
should in future be sent to Whitecross-street prison in lieu of 
the House of Detention. On Wednesday a cabdriver was 
committed, at the suit of his master, in default of paying for 
the earnings of his cab, by Mr. Arnold, for seven days. Agree- 
ably with the recent order, he was conveyed to Whitecross- 
street prison, where, however, the governor, after consulting, 
as it is stated, with the city solicitor, refused to receive him. 
The culprit was then brought back to the police-station of the 
B division, attached to this court, and there detained until 
Thursday morning. The circumstances being stated to Mr. 
Selfe, the presiding magistrate, he immediately commnnicated 
by letter with the Home Office, but no answer having been 
received up to the time of the rising of the Court, Dennis, the 
gaoler, requested directions from the magistrate as to what 
was to be done with the prisoner. 

Mr. SEL¥E replied that he had nothing whatever to do with 
the matter, and having no power to interfere he should leave 
the gaoler to act entirely upon his own responsibility, where- 
upon the latter, considering the safest course he could adopt 
would be to liberate the prisoner, unlocked the door of his 
prison-house, and let him go. Ina second case, adjudicated 
upon two months ago, and in which the offender was appre- 
hended on Thursday morning in detault, andtaken upon commit- 
ment to the House of Detention, he was refused admission 
uphe the plea that he ought to be taken to Whitecro:s-street. 

e also was set at large. 
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Mar. 5, 1864. 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
Tue Banxevrtcy “ Returys.” 

I beg to call your attention to, the inaccuracy of the bank- 
ruptcy returns for 1862-63, recently issued, as published in 
the Standard of Monday last. That journal has mixed up the 
two years together, giving the greater part of the return for 1862, 
and only a very small portion of the return for 1863. The two 
returns are quite distinct from each other, and are signed by 
different registrars of the court—the return for 1862 being 
signed by Mr. Registrar Whitehead, and that for 1863 by Mr. 
Registrar Miller. W. T. 

*,* The Parliamentary returns themselves will be found in 
another part ofour columns. Even in them, we observe seve- 
ral inaccuracies, to which we have called attention, 





Bitt or SALE—BankRvptcy. 

A., the donee of a bill of sale of a trader’s household furni- 
ture, stock-in-trade, and effects, takes possession and advertizes 
the things to be sold by auction on a subsequent day. The 
donor of the bill of sale is in the interim adjudicated a bank- 
rupt. A. refuses to stop the sale. Can the assignee of the 
bankrupt claim the proceeds of the sale? 

Attention is directed to the 184th section of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1849, and to the case of Young v. Roebuck, 32 L. J. “% Ss. 
Ex. 260. . 








TakiING ouT CERTIFICATE, 

Could any of your readers tell me at what length of time 
after admission, a judge’s order can, without difficulty, be ob- 
tained for taking out a certificate? I was admitted in Michael- 
mas Term, 1862, and have since been travelling, on account of 
ill-health, and I am not, therefore, at present desirous of taking 
out a certificate. 

The answers to inquiries which I have made in various 
quarters, being unsatisfactory, induces me to trouble you with 
this inquiry. . B. 

March 2. 





x 


APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. F. B. Simson has been appointed to act as civil and 
sessions judge of Jessore. 


Mr, Witiiam THomas MANCcLARK, of Barrow-in- Furness, 
Lancaster, has been appointed a commissioner to administer 
oaths in the High Court of Chancery in England. 

Mr. Marcus Louis, of Ruthin, Denbigh, has been ap. 
pointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 


ments of deeds by married women, in and for the county of 
Denbigh. 











PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, Feb, 26. 
CoNVEYANCERS (IRELAND) BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. O’HaGan the House went into com- 
mittee on this bill. 

Clause 1 was agreed to. 

On clause 2, 

Mr. M’Manon observed that the effect of the bill would be 
to make a material alteration in the law as to the parties en- 
titled to practise in Ireland. He thought it would be a great 
advantage to have but one uniform school of law for both 
countries. He proposed to provide that all persone entitled to 
practise as conveyancers, special pleaders, draftsmen™ in 
equity, or barristers in England, should be entitled to practise 
as such respectively in Ireland, and that all persons entitled to 
practise as conveyancers, special pleaders, draftsmen in 
equity, or barristers in Ireland, should be entitled to practise as 
such vely in England. 

Mr. Vance and Mr. LoNGrrELp the amendments. 

Mr. O’Haaan explained the social mischief which the bill 
sought to redress, and objected to the amendments as crudo 
and premature. The bars of the two countries ought to be 
consulted before any was made for their amalgama- 
tion. However desirable it might be to assimilate the laws of 
England and Ireland, or to assimilate the systems of legal edu- 
cation in both, that was not a fitting occasion to discuss so 


large and important a subject. 
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Mr. M'Mauon pointed out that the particular amendment 
then before the committee was limited in its scope. It 
would merely allow English barristers, whose competency was 
admitted, to practise as conveyancers and draftsmen in Ireland. 

The amendment was negatived without a division. 

Mr. O’HaGan moved to insert in the second clause, instead 
of“ after the commencement of this Act,” the words “ after 
the 11th of January, 1864.” 

Mr, M’Manon and Mr. Hennessy opposed the amendment, 
but after some conversation it was d to. ; 

Mr. Hennessy thought the 11th of January, the date fixed 
for the bill to come into operation, was too remote, seeing that 
some of these practitioners might have practised in the mean- 
time, and thereby rendered themselves liable. He suggested 
that the 11th of February should be substituted. 

Mr. O’ Haan said it was necessary to fix some day; and 
the latest date for taking out the certificate being the 7th of 
J weeey he had made the clause to take effect a few days after- 
wards, 

Mr. Hennessy, in confirmation of the opinion he had ex- 
pressed, referred to a passage in a letter of Mr. Orpen, presi- 
dent of the Incorporated Law Society, Ireland, which urged that 
the proper period for the saving clause was the 8th of Feb- 
ruary. 

Colonel Dunne said some alarm had been excited in the 
minds of country gentlemen by the announcements that per- 
sons not duly qualified would in future expose themselves to 
punishment by drawing formal instruments of whatever kind. 
He had no doubt the right hon. gentleman would state that 
the Act was not intended to apply to any agent or bailiff 
drawing leases or agreements on of holders of lands, 

Mr. O’HaGan said there ought to be no difficulty about the 
meaning of the bill. It was intended simply to apply to per- 
sons practising as conveyancers, &c., “for fee and reward,” 
without a proper qualification. It had no reference to persons 
acting gratuitously. 

Clause 2, as amended, was then agreed to. 

On clause 3, 

Mr. M’Mauon said it was monstrous to subject persons 
to the penalties which it contemplated, and which were wholly 
without precedent. It was well known that in country dis- 
tricts, remote from proper Jegal advice, schoolmasters and 
others filled up bills of sale, and filed processes in the county 
courts for trifling sums—sixpence or one shilling—was it rea- 
sonable to inflict penalties of £20 in such cases? 

Mr. O’Haaan said that there certainly was no precedent for 
the enactment in England, but the circumstance of the two 
countries were very different. A properly qualified convey- 
ancer or an attorney was subject to many kinds of restraint 
and control—these unqualified practitioners to none at all, 
He saw no hardship in protecting those who obeyed the law, 
and discouraging those whose operations were against the in- 
terests of society, 

The clause was then agreed to, and the bill was reported 
with amendments to the House. 

Country Courts (IRELAND) B11. 

Mr. O'Hacan moved the second reading of this bill. 

Mr. LONGFIELD did not like the attempt to introduce into 
Ireland the term “County Courts,” which was utterly un- 
known there. He should have preferred the name of “ Civil 
Bill Courts,” as being more consistent with Irish custom, and 
the title of “ chairman ,” instead of “ judge,” for the presiding 
officer of the court. To the measure itself he was by no means 
hostile, for it promised to effect a great amendment in the old 
system, and a fundamental change in the mode of executing 
civil bill decrees, 

Sir E. Grogan said it was desirable that the efficiency of 
these courts should not be destroyed by making them too ex- 
pensive to be resorted to by the present class of suitors. He 
did not see, he might add, why the high sheriff should not, as 
in the superior courts, still remain the recognized responsible 
officer for execution of process under the bill, instead of making 
a sub-sheriff, whom he nominated pro tanto, independent of 
him, : 

Mr. Hennessy asked whether the Government—£44,000 
having last year been voted by Parliament for the salaries of 
high bailiffsin England—would grant a proportionate amount 
out of the Consolidated Fund to meet the additional expense 
ar would be entailed, by the operation of the bill, on Ire- 
and. 

Mr. M’Manon urged the expediency of introducing into the 
bill some proyision under which persons who, without any 
grounds of defence, appeared to a suit, should be subjected to 








pay the costs, and needless litigation for trifling sums thus dis 
couraged, 

Mr. O'Hagan, in reply to the suggestions which had been 
made, said that in making the sub-sheriff an officer of the 
courts, acting entirely on his own responsibility, the Govern- 
ment had simply in view the expediency of relieving the high 
sheriff from the additional burden which the bill would cast 
upon him, No further expense would, he mr observe, in 
reality be thrown upon the parties to a suit with reference to 
the execution of decrees under the bill, inti@much as the relief 
which it would afford would be greater than the burdens which 
it would impose. 

It was ultimately arranged that the bill should stand over 
till the day when the committee on the bill should be fixed. 

Monday, Feb. 29. 
Lanps Crauses Act. 

Mr, Atcock asked the President of the Board of Trade if he 
proposed, during this session, to amend the 85th clause of the 
Lands Clauses Act, which enables railway companies to obtain 
compulsory possession of land under order of magistrates. 

r. M. Gusson replied that the Gonnamenaial no inten- 
tion of introducing any such measure. 
CounsELs’ Fexs in PARLIAMENT. 

Sir W. Mixes (in the absence of Colonel W. Patten) asked 
the President of the Board of Trade whether he intended to 
proceed with his bills for the amendment of the private business 
of the House, so as to enable parties to take advantage of them 
during the present session; and whether the Parliamentary bar 
had made any communication to him with respect to a change 
in the system of counsels’ fees. 

Mr, M. Grsson.—The two bills to which the hon. gentleman 
refers stand for second reading on Thursday next, and, 
should the business of the House permit me to do so, I will 
proceed with them on that day, and with all convenient dis- 
patch, so that the parties interested in them, should they pess, 
should have the benefit of them as soon as possible. ith re- 
gard to the second question, I have to state that this day I have 
received a communication from a most influential member of 
the Parliamentary bar, which had the concurrence of the leaders 
of the Parliamentary bar, as I am informed, The communi¢a- 
tion is satisfactory as far as it goes, although not entirely —— 
with the whole question. But, tu be quite accurate, I will 
the statement which has been placed in my hands, and state 
what I am permitted to make known to the House. The words 
are these—“ It is understood that it be not considered in- 
consistent with the etiquette of the Parliamentary bar, for @ny 
counsel to appear before a committee of either House of Parlia- 
ment if he should think fit, at a lower rate of fees in oo 
daily attendance nnd consultation than that which has 
prevailed” From the conversation which passed, I understood 
the meaning of that document to be that any counsel should 
be permitted to take a case with a small refresher, or without 
any; and, with regard to consultation, that the fee upon con- 
sultation should be such as might be settled between the soli- 
citor and barrister without reference to the present practice of 
having a minimum of at least five guineas for each consultation. 
I was further informed that this consultation fee is not, for the 
future, to be taken as a matter of course, but is only to be 
allowed in cases where a consultation had been considered 
necessary by the parties, and-had beyn actually held. I believe. 
however, there was some misapprehension formerly as to con- 
sultations having been paid for, and not actually held. Iam 
told that that was not the case, and that I was rather incor- 
rect in the statement which I made on the subject, and I am 


barrister—namely, five guineas on the retainer and ten guineas 
on the brief—so that it will be impossible to appear the 


committee in any case for iess than fifteen guineas. At present 
they cannot appear for less than thirty guineas, co that 
House will see that a considerable reduction has been made 
the Parliamentary bar. The subject’is under their considera- 
tion, and it is hoped they will be able to make such a change 
in the system as will enable counsel to at the Parlia- 
mentary bar under the same rule, with regard to fees, that pre- 
vails in the ordinary courts of law and equity. 

Mr. Bentixcx.—I consider the statement made with 
to the Parliamentary bar very unsatisfactory, and I 
ask, in the event of the Parliamentary bar not taking upon 
themselves to alter the system as now proposed, is it the inten- 
tion of the Government to deal with that question? 
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Mr, M. Grpsoy.—I can only say that what the hon. mem. 
ber has indicated is a possible course, but I would rather not 
commit myself upon the subject. I would rather leave it in the 
hands of the Parliamentary bar. 

Mr. Haprie.ip.—I wish to ask whether the public are to be 
confined to the services of the Parliamentary bar, or whether it 
is competent to them to employ other barristers to conduct 
Parliamentary business on such terms as they may think 
desirable? 

Mr. M. Grpson.—Pbelieve, so far as I am informed, that 
there is no rule of the bar in general that would prevent coun- 
sel from practising before Parliamentary committees, taking 
the same fees which are permitted to be accepted in the courts 
of law and equity. Whatever rule exists is made by the Par- 
liamentary bar itself. It is altogether a question of professional 


etiquette. 
Tuesday, March 1. 
CriminaL APPEAL BILL. 


The further consideration of this bill was tponed until 
Wednesday, the 9th inst. ee 


Courr or Jusrictary (ScoTtanD) Bitr. 
This bill was read a second time. 


ConvErancers (IRELAND) BIL. 
This bill was read a third time and passed. 





Pending Measures of Regislation. 
A Bint 10 Amenp tae Act Turrp anv Fourta Vicrortia, 
Cuaprer Firry-rour, FOR MAKING FURTHER PROVISION 
FOR THE CONFINEMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF INSANE 


RS. 

The following bill has been introduced into the House of 
Commons by Sir G. Grey:— 

Whereas it is expedient to amend an Act passed in the ses- 
sion of the third and fourth years of her Majesty’s reign, chap- 
ter fifty-four, intituled ‘* An Act for making further provision 
for the confinement and maintenance of insane prisoners:” 
be it enacted by the Queen’s most excellent Majesty, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and tem- 
poral, and Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and 
by the authority of the same, as follows:— 

1. The first section of the said Act of the third and fourth 
years of her Majesty’s reign, chapter fifty-four, is hereby re- 


2. Ifany person, while imprisoned in any prison or other place 
of confinement under any sentence of death, transportation, penal 
servitude, or imprisonment, or under a charge of any offence, or 
for not finding bail for good behaviour or to keep the peace, 
or to answer a criminal charge, or in consequence of any sum- 
mary conviction or order by any justice or justices of the peace, 
or under any other than civil process, shall appear to be insane, it 
shall be lawful, if such person is confined in a prison to which 
visiting justices are appointed, for two or more of the visiting 
justices of such prison, or if such person is in any other place of 
confinement, for two or more justices of the peace of the county, 
city, borough, or place, in which such place of confinement is 
situate, such visiting or other justices are hereby required 
to call to their assistance two physicians or surgeons, or one 
physician and one surgeon, daly registered as such respectively 
under the provisions of an Act passed in the session of the 
twenty-first and twenty-second years of her Majesty’s reign, 
chapter ninety, and to be selected by them for that purpose, 
and to inquire, with their aid, as to the insanity of such per- 
son; and if it shall be duly certified by such justices or any two 
of them, and such physicians or surgeons, or such physician 
and 8 that such person is insane, one of her Majesty's 
principal Secretaries of State may, upon receipt of such certifi- 
cate, if he shall think fit, direct, by warrant u his hand, that 
such person shall’ be removed to such lunatic asylum or other 

receptacle for insane persons, as the said Secretary of 

May judge proper and appoint; and every person 80 re- 
moved under this Act, or already removed and in custody 
under any former Act relating to insane prisoners not under 
civil process, shall remain in confinement in such asylum or 
other proper receptacle as aforesaid, or in any other lunatic 
asylum or other proper receptacle to which such person may 
be removed, by any like warrant which the Secretary of State 
is hereby empowered to issue, if he shall think fit, until it shall 
be duly to the said Secretary of State by two physicians 
or surgeons, or one physician and one surgeon, duly registered 
as af , that such person is sane, and upon the receipt. of 


such last-mentioned certificate, the said Secretary of State is 
hereby authorised to issue a warrant under his hand, directing, 
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if the period of imprisonment or custody of such person shall 
have expired, that he or she shall be discharged, or, if such 
person shall still remain subject to be continued in custody, 
that he or she shall be removed to any prison or other place of 
confinement in which he or she may be lawfully confined: pro- 
vided, that nothing in this Act contained shall be construed to 
repeal the thirty-cighth section of the Act of the :ixteenth and 
seventeenth years of her Majesty’s reign, chapter ninety-six, or 
any part thereof, 

3. All the provisions of the first-mentioned Act which are 
not hereby repealed, and all the provisions of an Act passed in 
the session of the twenty-third and twenty-fourth years of her 
Majesty’s reign, intituled “ An Act to make better provision 
for the custody and care of criminal lunatics,” shall epply 
to lunatics removed under this Act in all respects as if they 
had been removed under the section of the first-mentioned Act 
which is hereby repealed, 

4, This Act shall extend to England and Wales only. 


A BILL TO PROVIDE FOR THE ALTERATION OF THE CIRCUITS 
OF THE CouRT oF JUSTICIARY IN SCOTLAND, AND FOR 
HOLDING ADDITIONAL Circuit Courts, 

The following bill has been introduced into the House of 

Commons by the Lord Advocate of Scotland :— 

Whereas it is expedient to make provision for altering the 
circuits of the Court of Justiciary in Scotland, and for holding 


| additional circuits: be it enacted, by the Queen’s most excellent 


Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Lerds 
spiritual and temporal, and Commons, in this present Parlia- 
ment assembled, and by the authority of the same, as fol- 
lows: — 

1. It shall be lawful for her Majesty in council, from time to 
time, as her Majesty in council may think fit, to alter the 
circuits of the Court of Justiciary in Scotland, or any of them, 
to form new circuits, to fix and determine the limits of each 
existing or new circuit, and the counties or portions of counties, 
cities or burghs, and districts, which shall be included within 
the same, to detach any county or portion of a county from 
any circuit, and to include the same in any other existing or 
new circuit, and also to fix and determine the times and places 
at which the circuit courts shall be held within each such cir- 
cuit, and to alter such times and places, and to direct that any 
circuit court may cease fo be held at any place where such 
court has hitherto been held, and may be held, at any other 

lace. 
’ 2, Every order to be made by her Majesty in council in pur- 
suance of this Act shall be published in such manner as her 
Majesty in council may direct, and shall take effect from the 
date thereof, or from such other date as may be specified 
therein. 

3. It shall be lawful for the judges of the Court of Justiciary, 
and they are hereby required, from time to time, to make such 
orders and regulations, and to puss such acts of adjournal, as 
may be necessary for carrying into effect the provisions of this 
Act, and of any order to be made by her Majesty in council in 
pursuance thereof. 








PROVINCES. 


LiverPoo..—At a meeting of the Town Council on Wednes- 
day, memorials were presented praying the council to solicit 
the Government to appoint a second stipendiary magistrate for 
the borough. The largely increased business of the police- 
court has rendered such an appointment necessary, and the 
council decided to refer the subject to the Finance Committee 
for action thereon. 








SCOTLAND. 


A case was tried before Lord Kinloch and a jury last week, 
in which Mr. Charles Bolden, Attorney-at-Law and Solicitor, 
Craven-street, Strand, London, was pursuer; and Betsy Mus- 
tard Ferguson, otherwise Mrs. Elizabeth Mustard Ferguson, 
and Caroline Meyer Mustard, her daughter, both residing at 
Manor House, Stoke Newington, near London, were defenders 
The case, as stated in the condescendence for the pursuer, was 
substantially as follows:—In January, 1860, the pursuer was 
employed by the defender to take leyal proceedings in the 
courts of England, at her instance, against her brother Dr. 
Henderson, to recover from him a deposit-receipt granted by 
the Royal Bank of Scotland at Edinburgh, of date 29th Sep- 
tember, 1858, for £2,000, being a sum of money deposited in 
the said bank in their joint names on that day, and belonging 
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solely to the defender, Of the £2,000 so deposited, £1,000 
had been withdrawn by Dr. Henderson ; and, after an expensive 
litigation, Dr. Henderson consented to give up the deposit-re- 
ceipt to the defender, and to pay the costs of the litigation. 
Dr. Henderson proved to be insolvent, and could not pay the 
costs, and the pursuer then applied to the defender for payment 
of the costs, which she refused. The pursuer obtained a ver- 
dict against the defender, entitling him to receive £211 16s. 
from Ler. For that sum the defender was arrested and im- 
prisoned in London, and afterwards passed through the In- 
solvent Debtors’ Court, the pursuer, on the 13th of May, 1861, 
being appointed assignee on the estate of the defender. In 
October, 1860, the defender bought, at a public roup, a house 
in Largo for £324, paying the same out of the £1,000 which 
had been recovered from Dr. Henderson, and which had been 
lodged atthe branch of the Bank of Scotland at Kirkcaldy, in 
her own naine. The house so purchased was conveyed, at the 
request of the defender, to her daughter. ‘The pursuer alleged 
that, at the date of the conveyance, the defender was insolvent, 
and that this alienation of her property was contrived in order 
to defraud her creditors. 

The defender, in her statement of facts, alleged that she never 
employed the pursuer professionally, bat accepted his services 
as acting for the “ Alleged Lunatie Friends’ Society,” and that 
when she made the purchase of the property at Largo, and had 
the title completed, she was perfectly solvent. 

Counsel having been heard, and evidence adduced, on both 
sides, Lord Kintocu summed up. He said that the lady 
who was the defender in the case, doubtless had misfor- 
tunes and sorrows which were calculated to call forth 
commiseration and pity, but into these the Court could 
not enter. It appeared, from the records of the Insolvent 
Debtors’ Court, that the defender had creditors to the 
extent of £547. Of course, the £700 would have been suffi- 
cient to pay that; but, if she disposed of the £350, by trans. 
ferving the deposit account to her daughter, then there was 
really nothing left to pay the creditors at all, and she accord- 
ingly fell into the position of an insolvent, and, anterior to 
the date of this action, she passed through the Insolvent 
Debtors’ Court. It was for the jury to say whether there 
could be any doubt that this was a deed granted to a conjunct 


and confident person, to the defrauding of a prior claim. If 


they could not help coming to that conclusion, they must 
give a verdict to the pursuer, although they might regret the 
circumstances in which this unfortunate lady was placed. 

The jury, without retiring, returned an unauimous verdict for 
the pursuer. 


The Court of Session, in a case lately argued before the 
whole Court, has, by a majority of the judges, decided against 
the liquidator of the Western Bank, in an action which sought 
to make a body of trustees personally liable for the calls made 
upon the partners, in addition to the loss of the paid-up capital. 
The bank stopped payment in 1857, and it was found that not 
only had the whole capital been lost, but heavy calls must be 
made on the shareholders to 
of the bank, who, by means of these calls, have been paid in 
full. ‘These calls a great number of the shareholders were quite 
unable to pay, and compositions were effected with those able 
to pay only a part. A portion of these superadvances 
has been returned to those who paid in full, and in order 
to increase that return, the only remaining liquidator (Mr. 
Lumsden) is still engaged in several litigations with parties 
who have resisted h's claims upon them, In the present 


case Mr, Walter Buchanan, M.P., and other five gontlemen | 


were registered as holding sixty shares as trustees for Mrs, 
Ellen Browne. These gentlemen had accepted the trust under 


the marriage-contract of Mr. C. W. Browne and Miss Ellen | 


Buchanan, in October, 1845, and, within a month after their 
appointment, they invested the whole trust-funds, about £4,000 
or £5,000, in Western Bank shares. Tho defenders pleaded 
that they were not liable beyond the amount of the trust- 
estate for payment of the liquidator’s calls, and the Lord 
Ordinary (Kinloch) found in their favour. The interlocutor 
was reclaimed to the first division, who ordered written argu- 
ment, and Jaid the question of the trustees’ personal liability 
before the whole Court, Eight out of twelve judges, including 
Lord Kinloch, were of opinion that the defenders were not 
personally responsible. The minority of the judges held that 


the defenders were liable, with the exception of one of that ‘ 


number, who was not present when the trustees resolved to 
urchase the shares, and who did not sign the deed of transfer. 

Lord Kinloch’s decision is therefore adhered to by the Court. 

Long opinions have been given by the judges in the case, 


pay the creditors and depositors | 


IRELAND. 

Some mysterious revelations, in which the name of the late 
Rev. Dionysius Lardner, LL.D., was mixed up, came out in the 
Rolls Court, Dublin, recently, in the case Re Lardner’s Trust, 
Ex parte Boyd. The Reversionary Interest Society of London 
applied to the Court for payment of the sum of £3,672, The 
application was resisted on the part of the next of kin of 
Cecilia Lardner, otherwise Flood, the wife of the doctor, and, 
in the course of the argument, the following facts appeared :— 
The Rev. Dionysius Lardner was married in 1815 to Miss 
Cecilia Flood. ‘There were three children issue of the mar- 
riage, one of whom was born in 1818, and named George 
Darley Lardner. In 1820 Dr. Lardner and lis wife separated 
by mutual consent, and in the year 1839 they were formally di- 
vorced, and Cecilia Flood died in 1862. Dr. Lardner had 
been residing abroad, and he continued to live ou the Conti- 
nent until the period of his death, which occurred in 1859. 
One of the children, George Darley Lardner, whea seven years 
of age, was taken from his mother in Dublin, and brought 
over to London, where he lived with his father’s relatives until 
1837, when he became an officer in the commissarint depart- 
ment, and went to the Cape of Good Hope, where he still 
resides. This George Lardner executed a mortgage, by which 
the reversion in the money was secured to the society, who now 
applied for it, as the mother, who had a life estate in it, was 
dead; but they were met, on the part of the next of kin of 
Cecilia Flood, by a counterstatement of facts of rather 1 roman- 
tic character. ‘They denied that the person signing himself 
to the mortgage deeds “ George Darley Lardner” was the son 
of Dr, Lardner and Cecilia Flood. It was admitted by them 
that one of the children of Dr. Lardner and his wife Cecilia 
had been baptised George Darley Lardner, and had been re- 
moved to London after the separation of his parents, and that 
he resided there for some time with his father’s family; butthey 
alleged that upon making inquiry about this child, after the death 
of the two other children, they ascertained that being delicate 
he had been sent to Italy, and died there of consumption. 
This was the reputation in the family, as the next of kin 
believed, and that the person named in the petition as George 
Darley Lardner, now a commissary-general, was not the legiti- 
mate son of Dionysius Lardner and Cecilia Flood, but was a 
son of Dr. Lardner and some woman unknown, and upon the 
death of the rightful claimant, had been substituted for him by 
his father, in order that the sun of £3,000 might not go out of 
his family. In the baptismal certificate given to his son by 
Dr. Lardner, the name of the mother was not mentioned, neither 
was the name of the mother mentioned in the records of the 
War Office. There was no evidence, it was contended, to 
show that Cecilia Flood ever admitted him to be her son, but 
that there was good reason for believing that she thought her 
son George had died in Italy, and she had made a will.a short 
time before her death, in which he was not mentioned, Dr. 
Lardner’s character, it was stated, was such as to make the 
supposition that he had substituted another person for the 
rightful heir to the £3,000, exceedingly probable. It was also 
! a remarkable fact that £550 was only paid for the reversion, 
| which competent notaries valued at £1,200. The Master of 

the Rolls directed further investigations and inquiries to be 
made by the attorneys on both sides before the first day of next 
' term. Judgment in the meantime is reserved. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 

The Civil Tribunal of St. Etienne has condemned the Medi- 
terranean Railway Company to pay the following indemnities 
to the widows and families of three persons who were killed in 
an accident on that railway at Fouillouse:—£2,000 ta the 
widow, and £800 each to the two children of M, Sabliere, a 
partner in a trading firm; £2,000 to the widow, and £400 to 
the daughter, of M. Heurtier, a retired avoue; and £320 a- 
for life to the widow, and a capital sum of £240 to the dau 
of M. Montagnon, an artisan, 





| 
| 
| 





ITALY. 

The Italian Minister of Justice has just to Par- 
liament two bills, one for the suppression of all yon me cor- 
porations, and the other for the suppression of iastical 
tithes. By the former, not only all convents, but all chapters 
of collegiate churches, and all ecclesiastical , are sup- 
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pressed. Monks are to receive a life imterest varying between 
300fr. and 600fr. Nuns are to be allowed to continue to live 
in their convents, but when their number in any one establish- 
ment is reduced to six, they may be transferred to some other 
establishmer,t.. The Opinione of Turin states that the total 
income of all the ecclesiastical property falling within this law 
amounts to 76,266,616fr. per annum. 





REVIEW. 


The Practice of the Court of Chancery; with Forms of 
Costs and other Forms. Acts concerning Trustees, Chart- 
table Trusts, Settled Estates, and Infants’ Marriage Set- 
ilements, &c., &c., ¥c. By Henry Jarman, a Solicitor of 
the Court. Third Edition. Maxwell ; Sweet ; Stevens, 
Sons, & Haynes. 1864. 

Notwithstanding the numerous Treatises on chancery prac- 
tice—from the ponderous tomes of Daniel and Sidney Smith 
down to the handy vade mecum now before us—there appears 
to be a good demand for them all, if we may judge by the | 
many new editions which find a sale. A new edition of | 
Daniel is said to be forthcoming. ‘The last edition of Sidney 
Smith is only a few months old. There have been seven 
editions of Ayckbourn, and the third edition of Jarman has 
just made its appearance, as our readers will have seen; to say 
nothing of several other works, more or less appertaining to 
the procedure of the Court of Chancery. But it must notbe as- 
sumed that the true explanation of this phenomenon is what 
would probably suggest itself to the minds of ordinary persons, 











who are without the advantage of such special information 
on the subject as those conversant with chancery business | 
are likely to possess. A large demand for any commodity 
usually implies an extensive body of consumers; but it may 
also mean, as we think it does in the present case, a small 
body of large consumers. ‘The number of barristers who are 
devoted to equity practice does not exceed 500, or thereabouts, 
while the solicitors who are troubled with such business are 
almost wholly confined to the metropolis (and the duchy of 
Lancaster, where, however, they have their own peculiar 
practice); and of these, no doubt, a large majority never put 
a bill on the file of the court. It is, therefore, worth inquiring 
how it is that so many different books on practice, and co 
many bona fide editions of them come to be issued from the 
press, where the area from which a demand might be expected 
is so contracted. 

To us the explanation seems easy enough, although it 
may not occur to the minds of some of our country 
readers who are in the happy condition of not being often 
obliged to vex themselves with the complicated and much ' 
varying procedure of courts of equity. ‘lhe main reason | 
is, because of the sweeping and repeated clianges which have | 
been made during the last fourteen years—since Lord St. | 
Leonards’ Act and Orders, 1852. ‘These alterations have, no | 
doubt, been highly beneficial and have at length brought chan- | 
cery proceedings into unison with the wants of the community 
and with the convenience of the public as well as of practi- 
tioners. But the process has been one that has required the 
assistance of text writers almost as much as the skill to 
sketch out new schemes and to embody them in gencral 
rules, which was demanded on the part of the judges who 
framed the Amending Acts and Orders. Since 1852 we 
believe the average of cases reported on points of practice 
only has exceeded 200 annually; and the result is, that every 
new edition which comes out—containing, as it is sure to 
do, all the most recent cases—becomes necessary for both counsel 
and solicitors who have a tolerable practice in courts of 
equity. Thus it is that so many new editions find ready pur- 
chasers among a comparatively small class, There is, however, 
another reason which must not be overlooked. ‘These various 
books of practice are not all framed upon the same plan, and 
each seeks to meet some special want, or to recommend itself 
above its rivals by some peculiar features. Thus Mr, Jarman, 
who is himself a solicitor, keeps his eye mainly upon the require- 
ments of his brethren, and adopts an arrangement which is par- 
ticularly well suited for their daily use. He commences with 
the first step in a suit, and goes on with the proceedings ac- 
cording to the order in which they are likely to occur, keeping 
all those belonging to the plaintiffs by themselves, and doing 
the same for the defendants. ‘Then, having bronght the par- 
ties to a decree, he goes on with all the various kinds of pro- 
ceedings which may take place after decree, and treats in the 
third and concluding part of the volume tle miscellaneous 





matters which do not arise in a regular suit. Such an arrange- 
ment is certainly very convenient, and saves the practitioner 
the trouble of searching for the point about which he desires to 
inform himself, and of those endless cross references between 
Acts of Parliament and General Orders, which are unavoidable 
where you have a mere edition of them with notes, instead of a 
proper treatise like the work before us. 

The arrangement of this manual is certainly all that can be 
desired, and no pains have been spared by the author to make 
it as complete as possible, by the judicious citation of reported 
cases under their proper heads. It is especially complete in 
all that relates to the question of costs—the delivery and 
taxation of bills, and the general rules and reported decisions 
affecting costs—and there are numerous useful precedents of 
bills of costs, compiled from the general orders now in force. 
Persons who are not already in possession of other works on 
Practice will not object to havea number of statutes which are 
now the basis of a large portion of modern procedure given at 
length; but others who already possess more than one copy of 
these Acts in a similar form, will possibly consider them 
rather an incumbrance. ‘This is, however, a matter of no im- 
portance, and as Mr. Jarman’s attempt is to give a complete 
manual of practice, he would, no doubt, have had great diffi- 
culty in doing so without including the text of these statutes. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen’s Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Easter Term, 1864. 

(The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
acticled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 
ADDPLESHAW, JOHN WILLIAM.— George Marsland, Man- 

chester. 

Arnswortu, Tomas Somner.— Thomas C. Ainsworth, 
Blackburn. 

Ampier, JoHnN CuHArLEs,—W. R. Ambler, Manchester; 
Charles Darley, Preston. 

ANDERTON, Joun Epwarp.—William Wilkinson, Blackburn. 

Arxinson, Groroe, B.A —William S, Cookson, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Austin, Ricuarp Frerr.—F. S$, Austin, Manchester; John 
Urquhart, 11, Staple-inn. 

Banks, WILLIAM.—William Banks, Preston; John Catterall, 
Preston. 

Bartxey, Remty Broxam.—Worthington Evans, 72, Cole- 
man-street, City. 

Barren, Josern Cuitps.—Robert Walker Childs, Coleman- 
street, London. 

Brake, FREDERICK JAMES.—J. J. Blake, 39, King William- 
street; D. H. Stone, 33, Poultry. 

Bowes, Harotp Borres.—James John Leman, Bristol ; 
Edward Burgess, Bristol. 

Brock, Jervis.—Heury S. Wasbrough, “Bristol; William M. 
Walters, 9, New-square, Lincoln’s inn. 

CaRLEss, JosErH.—William Humfrys, Hereford, 

CHAMBERS, Robert PuHILLips—Edward Mullins, 15, Token- 
house-yard, City; R. Paddison, 15, Tokenhouse-yard, City, 

Cuapman, Ropert.—John P. Sowerby, Stokesley, York. 

CuoRcHILL, Josepn Bitke.—William Chubb, 14, South- 
square, Gray’s-inn. 

CraRK, WittiAm Ropert.— Richard Sill, Birmingham; 
Richard K, Cooper, Manchester. 

CiLeGG, Cuartes.—H. W. Litler, Oldham. 

Davis, CuarLes WitLiAM, Jun.—D. W. Wire, Turnwheel- 
lane, Cannon-street; I]. Child, Turnwheel-lane, Cannon- 
street. 

Davy, Atrrep.—B. Markland, Leeds. 

DEBENHAM, SAMUEL JoHN.—H. Young, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet- 
street, 

Detmar, Cuarires. — Stephen Sanderson, Berwick-upon- 
Tweed. 

Dicetes, ALFreD..—Herbert Sturmey, Hibernia-chambers, 
London-bridge. 

Exuiorr, Joan—C. J. Eyre, Alfred-place, Bedford-square; 
R. Patisson, Bedford-row. 

Evans, Witt1am Jonnson.—H, Rodwell, Ipswich; E. Brom- 
ley, 1, South square, Gray’s-inn. 

Everitt, ALBErt NeLson,—John Eden, Liverpool. 

Farrow, W1Li1AM.—R. Farrow, Alford, Lincoln. j 

Fietcuer, Witt1AM Henry.—John Fletcher, Liverpool. 

Fiuxer, Ropert. —R. Horne, Berwick-upon-Tweed ; J. 
Fluker, Symond’s-inn, 
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Fouietr, CHaArLes Jonn.—W. Jones, Exeter. 

GALLowaY, Henry.—Benjamin K. Tidswell, Manchester. 

Grecson, WILLIAM, Jan.—William Gregson, Rochford, 

Gurney, Tuomas Bengamin.—Thomas N. G. Gurney, 7, 
Furnival's-inn, 

GUTTERIDGE, Hanry.—Peter Wright, Liverpool. 

HansEtL, THomas WILLIAM.— H. Hansell, Norwich. 

HaRpRIson, CARTMELL.—Thomas Harrison, Kendal, West- 
moreland. 

Harrison, Davin, Jun.—David Harrison, 5, Walbrook. 

HaRWARD, GAINSBOROUGH.—John Harward, Stourbridge. 

HasLEwoop, JAMEs Epmunp.—Henry Edwards, Norfolk. 

Heane, Ricuarp Nocx.—Henry Heane, Newport. . 

Heevis, Tuomas WiLt1AM.—Thomas Heelis, Skipton ; Ed- 
ward Worthington, Manchester; C. R. Cradock, Gray’s-inn- 


square. 

Hewrerrt, Ricnarv.—W. A, Freston, Stroud; J. T. White, 
Bedford-row. 

Iimssert, Joseru.—Joseph Hibbert, Hyde, Chester; John 
Hibbert, Hyde, Chester. 

HivBerry, Francis Witt1AM.—H, G. Tuke, 17, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fielde. 

JACKAMAN, Henry Mason.—Simon B. Jackaman, Ipswich. 

Jerrertzs, Toomas Horxe.—Henry Kinneir, Swindon. 

Jonnson, Wii~1AM.—Daniel Fossick, 7, Bloomfield-street, 
Finsbury. 

ag cory Tuomas Movutrriz.—William Kelsall, Fareham, 

ants. 

Kenion, JouN HamER.—William Stott, Rochdale, 

Kennett, GEorGE BurrLer.—William ‘Holt, Great Yar- 
mouth, Norfolk. 

Kine, Joun Fappicx.—George Brown, 19, Southampton- 
street, Bloomsbury. 

Kirsorp, Witi1aM ScurFieLtp.—William Kirsopp, Hexham. 

Lams, ARCHIBALD Doveias.—J. B. May, 67, Russell-square, 
London; S. B. Lamb, 12, Gray’s-inn-square. 

Lancovae, ArTtuur.—T. Swarbreck, Thirsk, York; T. Con- 
stable, Otley, York. 

Leatues, Francis Stancer.—Robert H. Hobbes, Stratford- 
on- Avon. 

Luioyp, Witt1am Hopson.—Algernon S. Field, Leamington, 

MacponaLp, Doveitas JouN Kiynern.—F. Macdonald, 
Salisbury. 

Mitton, Jonn Peny.—Christopher Child, Liskeard, Cornwall. 

Mosertey, Epwiap.—W. H. Moberley, Southampton; E. 
Tylee, Essex-street, Strand. 

Moraan, MattHEw Wayne.—Montague Grover, Cardiff. 

Morris, James Luoyp.—W. L, Banks, Brecon; J. R. Cobb, 
Brecon. 

Narrng, Percivat ALLExyN.—William Baker, 8, Crosby- 
square, City. 

Packwoop, Grorce.—Richard B. Beddome, Nicholas-lane, 

Patmer, WrrttaM Wess.—William Palmer, waa ta 

PERKINS, FREDERICK RoBERT.—Thomas M. Weddall, Selby. 

Pipers, Epmunp.—Hugh Almond, Liverpool. 

Pixe, James Ropert.—Samuel B. Merriman, Austin Friars, 

Prest, CuakLes Henry.—C, J. Hampton, 8, John-street, 
Bedford-row: 

Price, WrtraM Powett.—H. Mayberry, Brecon; J. Wil- 
liams, Brecon; J. R. Cobb, Brecon. 

Ray, Jonn Tawner.—J. Green, Bradford; M. K. Braund, 
Furnival’s-inn. 

Reap, Joun Cuartes.—Charles J. Welchman, Southam, 

Rippiz, ALFRED JosEPH.—Edward L. Roweliffe, Bedford- 
row. 

RIGNAuL, Joun RitEy.—Henry Edmund Cole, Waltham-cross 
and Enfield. 

Rostyson, Cecir Hawxes.—R. J. Dobie, 34, Bedford-row ; 
T. S. Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn fields. 

Roverrs, ALFRED.—George Richardson, 88, George-street, 
Manchester. 

Room, Cuartes Turner.—Robert Watson, Bouverie-street, 
Fleet-street. 

Rowe, Joun.—Henry Ford, Chester. 

Rurrer, Henry.—John C, Rutter, Ely-place, Holborn, 

Sewet, Ropert.—Robert Sewell, Swaffham, Norfolk. 

Serene, WitL1AM Mercu.—Mesers. Warren, Great Russell- 
street, Bloomsbury. 

Simpson, Joun.—Edward Waugh, Cockermouth, Cumberland ; 
George C. Bompas, 19, Coleman-street. : 

Speakman, Joun Vau@Han.—Jobn § Nantwich. 

STRICKLAND, Jonn Goopacre.—J Striekland, Bristol. 

Sumner, EpMuND.—George Fielder, Godliman-street, Doctors’- 
commons. 





Worcester; C. Graham, 6, New-square, 

Tnomesoy, Witt1am Caton.—Benjamin 8. Clay, Liverpool; 
Henry Marshall, Lpool. 

Tippitrs, WiLL1aM.—Henry Vickers, Sheffield. 

TrEVENA, JoHN Teacue,—W. Hockin, Truro, 

Trrrext, Epwin. —Henry Tyrrell, 14, Gray’s-inn-square. 

WaTERHOUSE, THEODORE.—Robert A. Wainwright, 6, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Waterman, Witt1am Henry.—E. Waterman, Brighton; A. 
S. Edmunds, St. Bride’s-avenue, Fleet-street. 

Wetsy, Cuartes Wape.—C. A. Welby, Nottingham. 

Wuatetey, Henry Lavrence.—John W. ley, Bir- 
mingham. 

Wittrams, Cuartes Wiii1sM.—Finlay Knight, Birming- 
ham; W. H. Griffin, Birmingham. 

Wit.tiams, Epwarp Buiss.—W. H. Watscn, Bouverie-street. 

Witirams, Jonn Ropert.—Charles William Potts, Chester. 





LAW STUDENTS JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE [NCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 
Mr. MontacuE Hucues Cookson, on Equity, Monday 
March 7, 
Mr. J. Naprer Hiaains, 
March 11. 


on Conveyancing, Friday, 








COURT PAPERS. 


Queen's Bench, 

The following regulations for transacting the business at 
the Judges’ Chambers will be strictly observed till further 
notice:— 

Acknowledgments of deeds will be taken at ten o’clock. 

Original summonses to be placed on the file. 

Summonses adjourned by the judge will be heard at half- 
past ten o'clock. 

Summonses of the day will be called and numbered at a 
quarter before eleven o'clock, and heard pam nsaes 

The parties on two summonses only will be allowed to attend 
in the judge's room at the same time. 

All long orders to be left that they may be ready, om being 
applied for the following day. 

Counsel will be heard at one o'clock. The name of the cause 
in which counsel are engaged to be put on the counsel file. 

Affidavits in support of ex parte applications for = 
orders (except those for orders to hold to bail), to beleft the: 
before the orders are to be applied for, except under special 
cireumstances; such affidavits to be properly endorsed with 
the names of the parties and of the attorneys, and:also with 
the nature of the application, and a reference to the statute 
under which any application is made, the party applying being 
prepared to produce the same. 

All affidavits read or referred to before the judge to be pro- 
perly endorsed and filed, 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
BisHors WALTHAM RAILWAY, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
ult., a dividend at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum on the 
preference shares was declared for the past half-year. 

Biytue anp TyNE Rsitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., dividends at the rate of 10 per cent, on the 10 per 
cent, preference stock, 5 per cent. on the 5 per cent. pref 
stock, and 9} per cent. on the ordinary stock and shares of 
the company were declared for the past half-year. : 

Great Western AND BRENTFORD RaILwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held om the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of 22 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Lezps, Braprorp, aNp Hatirax Junction Raiway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held om the 26th 





ult., a dividend at the rate of 7 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year, 
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Maryport AnD CarRLisLe Raltwar. 
At the half-yvarly meeting of this company, held on the 
24th ult., a dividend at the rate of 9 per cont. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


Nortu Lonpon Rattway, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th ult. a dividend at the rate of 7 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Savispury anp Yeovit Rattway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th ult., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

SEVERN VALLEY Raltway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th ult., dividends on the preference shares at the rate of 4} 
per cent, per annum, and at the rate of 33 per cent. per an- 
num on the ordinary shares, were declared for the past half- 
year. 

Sourn YorkKsa#ire Rattway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 27th 
ult., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on the 
ordinary stock of the company was declared for the past half- 
year. 

Sraines, WoKINGHAM, AND Woxkrine Ratiway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th uk., a dividend at the rate of 1 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


Vas or Cuwyp Raitway. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
27th ult., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 








The property held by the official trustees of charitable funds 
amounted, at the end of the year 1863, to more than £1,600,000 
stock in the public funds, besides £7,847 India Stock, £5,717 
Bank Stock, and £9,720 railway debenture and other pre- 
ference or guaranteed stock. 


A return, recently issued, shows that the number of male 
convicts discharged from English convict prisons from 1856 
to 1862 inclusive, was 13,957, of which number 7,428 were 
discharged on licence. During the same years 432 licences 
were revoked, and 2,981 persons were re-convicted, being at 
the rate of 24°3 per cent. In Ireland during the same period, 
3,757 convicts were discharged, 1,338 being on licence. The 
number of convicts re-committed in Ireland during the same 
years was only 417, and but 81 licenses were revoked. The 
per centage in Ireland of re-committals on discharges is only 
11°09 per cent. 

A return has been prepared purporting to show, among other 
things, the number of days on which the revising barristers sat 
in 1862 to revise the registers of voters for England and Wales. 
The return is imperfect, and is made by the clerks of the peace 
and town clerks, and not by the revising barristers themselves. 
According to the return, full justice will be done to the bar- 
risters if all their sittings are taken as extending to 1,100 days, 
or, as there are eighty-five barristers employed, an average of 
thirteen days each, The remuneration being £17,850, would 
be rather more than £16 a day, out of which they must have 
had td pay their travelling and other expenses. ‘The vote in 
Supply is for £210 each, 


Aces or THE Nosixiry, &¢.— Who's Who in 1864, states 
that the oldest duke is the Duke of Cleveland, aged 75; 
the youngest, the Duke of Norfolk, aged 16; the oldest marquis 
the Marquis of Westmeath, aged 78; the youngest, the “Mar. 
= of Ely, aged 14; the oldest earl (since the death of the 

1 of Charlemont, on the 26th of December, aged 88) is the 
Earl of Stair, aged 87; the youngest, the Earl of Charleville, 
aged 11; the oldest viscount, Viscount Combermere, aged 90; 
the youngest, Viscount Downe, aged 19; the oldest baron is 
Lord Brougham, aged 85; the youngest, Lord Rossmore, aged 
12; the oldest member of the Privy Council is Viscount Com- 
bermere, aged 90; the youngest, e Prince of Wales, aged 22; 
the oldest member of the House of Commons is General the 


Hon. Sir Hugh Arbuthnott, member for Kincardineshire, aged 
84; the youngest is the Hon. Charles R. D. H. Tracy, hater 
for Montgomery, aged 23; the oldest judge in England is the 
Right Hon. Stephen Lushington, aged 81; the youngest Sir 
James P. Wilde, aged 47; the oldest judge in Ireland is Chief 





Justice Lefroy, aged 87; the youngest, Justice Keogh, aged 
46; the oldest Scotch Lord of Sessions is the Lord Justice 
General, aged 70; the youngest, the Lord Justice Clerk, aged 
53; the oldest archbishop is the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
aged 69; the youngest, the Archbishop of York, aged 44; the 
oldest bishop is the Bishop of Exeter, aged 86; the youngest, 
the Bishop of Glocester and Bristol, aged 44; the oldest colo- 
nial bishop is the Bishop of Toronto, aged 84; the youngest, 
the Bishop of Nassau, aged 37; the oldest baronet is Sir 
William W. Dalling, aged 89; the youngest, Sir George R. 
Sitwell, aged 3; the oldest civi) or military knight is General 
Sir Arthur B. Clifton, aged 91; the youngest, Sir Charles T. 
Bright, aged 31. 

The valuable freehold estate of the late Lord Lyndhurst, Nos. 
25 and 26, George-street, Hanover-square, was disposed of, on 
Thursday, by Messrs. Christie, Mason, & Woods. The property 
was divided into two lots. The first included the spacious freehold 
mansion No. 25, George-street, situated on the east side, close 
to Hanover-square, the property and for many years the resi- 
dence of the noble Lord; all the fixtures included in the pur- 
chase. This lot was adjudged to Mr. Duddell at the price of 
£13,000, The second lot, the family residence No. 26, George- 
street, Hanover-square, adjoining the mansion of his Lordship, 
let by the year to Dr. Hawkesley, was knocked down to the 
same gentleman at the price of £5,000. Total produce of the 
freehold estate, £18,0U0. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

APPACH—On Feb, 28, at 7, Sussex-terrace, Hyde-park, the wife of 
Francis Hobson Appach, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

HODGSON—On Feb. 19, at Gravelly Hill, near Birmingham, the wife of 
C. B. Hodgson, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

JOHNSON—On Feb, 21, at Lianelly, Carmarthenshire, the wife of Robert 
Jobnson, Esq., Solicitor, of a son, stillborn. 

ROOTH—On March 2, at 109, Camden-road-villas, N,W., the wife of Jolin 
W. Rooth, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

TROLLOPE—On Feb. 26, at Bramley Lodge, Surbiton-hill, the wife of 
W. M. Trollope, Esq., of Westminster, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES, 

PEET—DRIVER-—On Feb. 25, at Peckham, Samuel Vallis Peet, Esq., of 
Dublin, Barrister-at-Law, to Augusta, youngest daughter of Samuel 
Driver, Esq., deceased, late of Whitehall. 

ROGERSON—FOSTER—On March 3, at St. Thomas’, Heaton Norris, by 
the Rev. E. D. Jackson, B.C.L., George Russell Rogerson, Esq., So- 
licitor, of Liverpool, to Sarah Ann, daughter of John Foster, Esq., of 
Levenshulme, near Manchester. 

DEATHS. 

CARTER—On Feb. 28, at Torquay, John Richard Carter, Esq., J,P. for 
the county of Devon, and Clerk of the Peace for the Parts of Holland, 
Lincolnshire, aged 73, 

CLARK—On Feb, 28, Jno, Clark, Esq., of the Middle Temple, in his 53rd 
year, 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Brown, Cuanrvtes, Workington, Banker, and Sms Savi, jun., of Carlisle, 
Gent. £57 8s.3d. Consols.—Claimed by said Silas Saul, 

Dickinson, Frances, of Brambleberry-house, nr Woolwich, Widow, and 
Lydia Louisa Lane. of Durham-st, Hackney-rd, Spinster. £.00 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by said L. L. Lane. 

Dickinson Frances, of Brambleberry-house, nr Woolwich, Widow, and 
Harniet, ANN Lane. ef South Wellington-rd, Camberwell, Spine 
ster. £100 Consols.—-Claimed by Harriet Ann Gandy (formerly H. A. 


Lane 

Forses Ricuarp, of Ely-place, Holborn. £21 2s. 2d, Consols.—Claimed 
by Mary Forbes, Widow, and John Hopton Forbes, surviving executors 
of Richard Forbes, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


EHinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Farway, Feb. 26, 1864. 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 

Life Association of England (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
Feb 23, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on March 5, Syd- 
all, Southampton-buildings, Solicitor for Petitioner, 

Pneumatic Ship Raising Uni 1 Salvage Ci y (Limited).—The 
Master of the Rolls has appointed Wm Lance, 26, Throgmorton-st, 
London, Accountant, to be Official Liquidator of this Company. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before March 23, to send their names and ad- 
dresses, the of their debts or claims, and the names and 
addresses of their solicitors (if any), to the Official Liquidator. 

Universal Club and Permanent Company (Limited).—Creditors 
of this company are required, on or before April 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, and the 
names and addresses of Solicitors (if any), to Hy Croysdill; 14, Old 
Jewry-chambers, London, the Official Liquidator of the company, 


UstrmiTep 1n CHANCERY. 
The South Lady Bertha Copper Mining Company.—Vice-Chancellor Wood 
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will, on March 10 at 12, proceed to make a call on contributories of this 

company, for seven shillings and sixpence per share. 
TusspayY, March 1, 1864. 
Lintrep mt CHANCERY. 

Exhall Coal Mining gma od (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls order 
to wind-up Jeb 20. 

Metropolitan Cab and Carriage Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
Wood has fixed March 9, at 1, for the appointment of an Official Liqui- 
dator of the company. 


Unuimrrep in Caancerry,. 

Midland Counties Benefit Building Society (No. 3).—Petition for winding- 
up, presented Feb 23, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on 
March 12. Hilliard, Dale, & Stretton, Gray’s-inn-sq, agents for James 
Stubbin, Birm, Solicitor for Petitioner. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatwar, Feb 26, 1864. 
Adderley, Arden, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. March 25, 
Marlborough-st. 
Bell, Geo, Hoole, Chester, Railway Clerk. 
hester. 


Cc 
Bissell, Hy Joseph, Birm, Iron Merchant. June |. . 
Bridge, Thos, Frome-Saint-Quintin, Dorset, Gent. April 1. 
vershot. 
Briggs, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Shipower. May 31. Hoit, Gt Lag 
Dearden, Jas, Edgeworth, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner, March 19, Edge, 
Bolton-le-Moors. 
Dixon, Rev Wm Andrew, Wem, Salop, Clerk. March 24, Owen, Salop. 
I Bois, Chas, Gt Quebec-st, Middx, Gent. March 31. Lindo & Sons, 
Moorgate-st. 
Eld, Geo, Coventry, Esq. March 21. Troughton & Co, Coventry. 
Emerson, Robt Hall, Blaydon, Durham, Gent. March 30, Chartres, New- 
castle-upon- 
Evans, Thos, Dover, Esq. April 24. Lee & Bolton, Broad Sanctuary, 
Westminster. 
Fox, Sarah, Danesmoor, Derby, Spinster. April 15. Wm Hy Wilson, 
Pilsley Hall, Northwingfield, Derby, Surveyor, executor. 
Hague, Elizabeth, Warrington, Spinster. April 25. Beaumont & Davies, 


Warrington. 
= Joanna, Waterbeach, Cambridge, Widow. May 1. Foster, Cam- 


bridge. 
Jefferis, Ann, Yernon-sq, Bagnigge-wells-rd, Widow. March 24. Hughes 
& Sons, Chapel-st, Bedford-row. 
Macliver, Alicia, otherwise Campbell, 4, Stanhope-ter, Hyde-park, Spin- 
ster. April 24. Henderson, Bristol. 
Moorhouse, Wm, Thurlstone, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. March 
25. Dransfield & Son, Penistone. 
Reading, John Ephraim, Mortimer-st, Middx, Coach Builder, April 11. 
Lammin, John-st, Adelphi. 
Rowley, Chas, Birm, Manufacturer. March 25, Harrison & V’ood, Birm. 
— mes Hy, Lineoln’s-inn-ficlds, Barrister-at-Law. April 16. Smith, 
rard’s-inn. 
bay Wm Meyrick, Merthyr Tydfil, Gent. March 25, Smith, Merthyr 


Tydfi'. 
Thompaon, , Richd, Bolton-le- Moors, Beerseller. March 19. Edge, Bolton- 
le- 
Winter, Kichd, Walbrook-bidgs, London, Merchazt, April 30, Clayton 
& Co, Lincoln's-inn, 
TvuesDAY, March 1, 1864. 
Bell, Geo, Hoole, Chester, Railway Clerk. April 17. Ford & Duncan, 
Chester. 
Betteson, Mary, Walcot, Bath, Widow. April 30. Stone & Co, . 
Birchall, Sam!, Leeds, Woolstapler. April 6. Payne & Co, Leed 
Briggs, Wm, ‘Great Yarmouth, Sbipowner. May 31. Holt, Great Yar- 


White & Co, Gt 
April17. Ford & Duncan, 


Simcox, Birm. 
Baskett, 


mouth. 

Burditt, Chas, otherwise Burdett. May 18. Langford & Marsden, 
Friday-st. 

Lupton, John, Rye-lane, Peckham, Esq. May 18. Langford & Marsden, 
Friday-st. 

Rowley, Chas, Birm, Stamper. March 25. Harrison & Wood, Birm. 


Shillingfora, Wm, Ensham, Oxford. April 16. Rawlinson, Ox ‘ford 

Tucker, Rev Geo, Musbury, Devon, Clerk. March 24, Hillman & Hill- 
man, Lyme Regis. 

Wickham, Wm John, Winchester, Surgeon, 
chester. . 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farway, Feb. 26, 1864. 

Arnold, Susannah, Ashby Lodge, nr Daventry, Widow. April 5. Prince 
v Bloxam, M. R. 

Bowley, Joseph, King-street, Westminster, Builder. April 6. Knight » 
Bowley, M. R. 

— Ralph, Sandbach, Chester, Stationer. April 4. 
M.R 


Lucas, John, Alexander-sq, Brompton, Taxing Master of Her Majesty's 
Court of Bankruptcy. April 5. Roberts» Lucas, V.C Stuart 

Macpherson, John, Brixton. March 23, Cumming o Macpherson, v.c. 
Stuart. 

Owen, John Gwynne Herbert, Cardiff, Solicitor, March 14. Davies 
Hair, Berkeley v Hair, V. C. Wood. 

= a's Sedgefield, Durham, Mason. March 14. Richardson 9 


rk, V. C, Wood. 
wal ker, Richd, Newchurch, Lancaster. April 4. Day v Fletcher, M. R, 


TuxspaY, March 1, 1864. 
Bishopp, Mary Jane Weltden, Thornby Hall, Northampton, Widow. 
Lite 4. Shirley v Exton, M. R. 
nome Wm, North Mimms, Hereford, Yeoman. April 6. Sieet v 
irons hae ‘Brownslade, and Angle, Pembroke, Barrister-at-Law. 
Cooke v Mirehouse. Mf 

a. ~~ Hy, Manch. March ~ ” Pershouse v Pershouse, M. 

‘Tinley, John, Tynemouth, Gent. April 4, Grace v Adamson, v. @ Wood. 


June 1, Warner, Wine 


Kent v Lindop, 





Young, Thos Brown, Dorset-ter, Clapham-rd, Esq. March 23. Deement 
v Lakeman, M. R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fatpar, Feb. 26, 1864. 
Norfolk, Carpenter. aa 6. 
Toespay, March | 
Hawxwell, Sami, Thirsk, House Painter. pen 21 2. Rider & West, Thirsk. 
ae sen, Sussex, Farmer. Jan 21. Head & Son, East 
instead. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farwar, Feb 26, 1864. 


Adams, John, Anerley, Surrey, Draper. Feb 4. Conv, Reg Feb 24. 
Ayers, Geo, Holland: rd North, Notting-hill, Jeweller. Feb 13. Comp. 


Reg Fe' 
Albery, SMart, Horsham, Bookseller. Feb 17. Conv. Reg Feb 25. 
, Wm Ni yea South Lambeth, Merchant's Clerk. 
* Jan 25. Cump. Reg Feb 
ose. = Jas, Newbold Moor, Derby, Watch Maker, Feb 8. Conv. 
eg Feb 24, 
Brukewich, Selig, Cardiff, China Dealer. Feb 9. Conv. Reg Feb 25. 
Barrell Alex, Birchin-lane, London, Scotch Law Agent. Jan 30. Asst. 
eg Fe 
Coren Pot’ 33 Chas, Swan-st, Southwark, Provision Merchant. Feb 4. Conv. 
Feb 
Davies, David, Ledbury-rd North, Bayswater, Builder, Feb 18. Inspec- 
a Reg Feb ‘eb 24. 
—, ~~ Watling-st, London, Warchouseman. Jan 30. Comp. 
‘eb 


Edge, Thos, on Joiner. Feb 24. Comp. Rog Feb 25. 
py = Oy Fredk, Portswood, nr Southampton, Grocer. Jan26. Conv. Reg 


b 
oe aS ohn Hy, jun, Brighton, Riding Master. Feb 4. Comp. Reg 
24. 
—_ Wm, Stainsby, Derby, Schoolmaster, Feb 6. Cony. Reg 
24 
Gull, ae aa Old Broad-st, London, Merchant, Jan 19. Asst. 


Reg Fe 
Harding, wa, Manch, Corn Factor. Febl. Comp. Reg Feb 
mem ty Edwd, Holy Cross, Shrewsbury, Miller. Feb . “Comp. 
eg Fe 
Howell, Robt Seilick, Bideford, Draper. Jan 28. Asst. Reg Feb 24. 
Hughes, Thos Rogers, & Owen Lewis, Manch, Dyers. Feb 4, Cony. 
eg b> 
—_ Herbert, Hornsey-rd, Cheesemonger. Feb 20. Conv. Reg Feb 21. 
, Mark, Strand, Trunk Maker. Feb 17. Comp. ~~ Feb 25. 
yg Jacob, & ” archer Colmreich, Commercial-st, Whitechapel, 
Shoe Manufacturers. Jan 27. Comp. Reg Feb 24, 
Kaye, Wm, Manch, Comm Agent. Jan 29. - Asst. Feb 22, 
Kennard, John Farmer, Sevenoaks, Grocer. Jan 29. v. Reg Feb 23. 
— Ce , Dewsbury, York, Blanket Manufacturer, Feb 1. Comp. 
eg Feb 
Lanpman, Alexander, Liverpool, Merchant, Feb13, Cony. Reg Feb 25. 
Marsden, Oliver, Cleckheaton, York, Tailor. Feb 12. Comp. Reg Feb 26. 
Marshall, Wm, Birm, Attorney and Solicitor. Jan 30. Asst. Feb 23. 


Buck, Miles, Skeyton, Emerson, Norwich. 





ae oye 


“McConnell, Anthony, Nantwich, Draper. Jan29, Asst. Reg 24, 


Jan 29. Asst. 

Jan 27. Aast. Reg 
Reg Feb 23. 

ospectorship. 


w_eoy Jolin, Evesham, Worcester, Builder. 

Fe’ 

ee Fredk Louis, Fenchurch-st, Merchant. 
Feb? 

Moule, > Uphampton, Worcester, Farmer, Jan 30. Conv. 

Radloff, Hy Martin, Bow, Grease Manufacturer. Jan 23, I 
Reg Feb 23, 

ys Alfced, Littletown, nr Leeds, Dyer. Feb 10. Comp, Reg 
‘eb 26. 

Root, +" Edgeco'e Lodge. Northampton, Mary Ann Root, & Wm 
Root, Farmers. Jan29. Asst. Reg Feb 25. 


Sarge, John, 1 tet Tyne, Ale and Porter Merchant. Jan 28. 
Asst. Reg Feb 
. Jonathan, Norwood-green, Halifax, Innkeeper. Feb 6. Asst. Reg 
eb 24. 
Sugden, Wm, Wakefield, Miliner. Jan 26. Comp. Reg Feb 23. 
Sullwell, Jas, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancaster, Surgeon, Feb 13. Asst. 
Reg Reb 24. 
Tuespay, March |, 1864, 
Bailey, Enoch, Biddulph, Stafford, Beer Seller. Feb 23. Conv’ Reg 
Feb 29. 
Ranks, Richd, Sheffield, Bookseller. Feb 25. Comp. Reg Fe 
a 5 ye Bexley-rd, Belvedere, Kent, Stationer, Feb gs “Comp. 
eg Feb 27. 
Bowron, Wm, Ardwick, Manch, Dealer in Fancy Leather Goods. Feb t. 
Asst. Reg Feb 29. 


acer — Wm, Battersea Park, Corn Chandler. Feb 19. Comp. 
eg Fe’ 
Cannon, Daniel Spalding, Cable-st, Whitechapel, Tobacconist. Feb 1. 


Asst. Reg Feb 
Coles, Isaac, Hotwell-rd, Bristol, Outfitter. Feb 19. Conv. Reg Feb 29. 
bes, Saml, Birm, Drape r. Feb9. Asst. Reg Feb 29. 
Oger eee Tollington-villas, Hoiloway, Plumber. Feb $2. Conv. 
Ma: 
Daley, Moramer-, Cavendish-sq, Trimming Seller. Feb 6. Asst. 
e > 
Dilkes, Jas, Leicester, Hosier. Feb 15. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 
—_- Jas Thos, High-st, Whitechwpel, Bu . Feb26. Conv. Reg 
hi. 
Dunning, Wm Hy, & Hy Jas —— Hatton-garden, Soap Manufac- 
turers. Feb 18. Arr. ~~ 
Ely, Wm, Mold Green, nr uddersiield, Cotton Warp Manufacturer. 
Feb 12. Asst. Reg Feb 26. 
= Wm, & John Hopkins, Bradford, Dyers. Feb 18. Comp. Reg 
b 27. 


George, Jas, Monmouth, Timber Dealer. Feb 3. Conv. = 29. 
Gilbert, Geo, Hampstead-st, Fitzroy-sq, Victualler, Feb 8. Asst. Reg 


Feb 29. 
Gilbert, Wm Walker, & Wood Gibson, jun, Refiners of Oil. Feb 3. Comp, 
Keg March 1, 





—— 
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Holdsworth, Hy, Leeds, Stuff Merchant. Feb 25. Asst. Reg March 1. 

Horne, Wm Jas, Barnstaple, Builder. Feb 22. Cony. Reg Feb 27. 

Hunt, Geo Alf, 7a Manager to a Bedding Manufacturer. Feb 
18. Comp. Reg Feb 29. 

Lovell, Jas eorbert Old Jewry-chambers, London, East India Merchant, 
Feb 17. v. Reg Feb 29. 

Mallinson, John, Huddersfield, Woollen Merchant. Feb 4. Conv. Reg 
Feb 27. 
‘appes, Wm, Eastcheap, London, Merchant. Feb 23. Conv. Reg Feb 26. 

Palmer, Richd, Swansea, Draper. Jan2¥. Comp. Reg Feb 26. 

sr Wm, Consett, Durham, Linen Draper. Feb 13. ‘Asst. Reg 

eb 29. 

Ralls, John, Wighbridge, Somerset, Butcher. Feb 17. Conv. Reg Feb 27. 

Scholfield, Jas, Todmorden, Builder, Feb. Conv. Reg Feb 29. 

Smith, John Colerick, Ludlow, Ironmonger, Fed17. Asst. Reg March 1. 

Smythe, Wm, Richmond, Sarrey, Gent. Feb 29. Conv. Reg March 1, 

Taylor, Joseph, Thornhill, York, Esq. Feb 12. Asst. Reg Feb 29. 

Ward, Michael, Blackburn, Grocer. Feb 2. Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Williams, Ishmael, Wm Lewis, Llewellyn Lewis, John Lewis, & John 
Williams, Brithweunydd Colliery, Glamorgan, Coal Owners. Jan 30. 
Conv. Reg Feb 27. 

Wood, Joseph, Lowton, Lancaster, Farmer. Feb9. Comp. Reg Feb 27. 


Bankrupts. 
Faipay, Feb 26, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Abell, Thos, & Richd Thos Smith, Battersea, Coal Merchants. Pet Feb 
20. March lat 12, Shuckbury & Davis, Gresham-st. 
Baker, Edgar, Montpelier-p], Brompton, Milkman. Pet Feb 23. March 
15 at 12, Abbott, St Mark-st. 
Baldwin, John, Bethnal-green-rd, Stonemason. Pet Feb 22. March 15 at 
12 Webster, Tokenhouse-yard. 
Busmer, John, Radnor-st, Chelsea, Baker. Pct Feb 23. March 15 at 12. 
ore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 
Blundeli, Bezer, York-rd, Lambeth, no occupation, Adj Feb19. March 
15 at 12. Aldridge. 
Boozey, Geo Benj, Clarendon-st, Camberwell New rd, Commercial Tra- 
veller. Pet Feb 22. March 15 at 12. Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 
Bowditch, Walter Alfred, Fredcrick-st, Regent’s-pk, Grocer, Adj Feb 18. 
March 15ati. Aldridge. 
Bowles, John, Wilson st, Long-acre, Harness Maker. Pet Feb 23. March 
8ati2. Todd, Newgate st. 
Brooks, Geo Wm, Lower Whitccross-st, Iron Founder. Pet Feb 22. 
March 15 at 11. Pope, Austinfriars. 
Brown, Wm, Upper Hyde-pk-gdns, Butler to a Gent. Pet Feb 22 (for pau). 
March 15 at 12, Aldridge. 
Bryson, John, Canterbury, Butcher. Pet Feb 22, March 25 at 1. Doyle, 
Gray’s-inn, and Deiassaux, Canterbury. 
Burgess, Robt, Edgware-rd, Middix, Dealer in Fringe. Adj Feb 17. 
March 15 ati. Aldridge. 
Butterfield, Chas Pratt, Brentwood, Butcher. Pet Feb 22. March 15 at 
11. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 
Corfield, Danie}, Thrawl-st, Spitalfields, samme, Pet Feb 22. March 15 
at ll. Linklaters & Hackwood, Walbrook 
Cowley, Fredk Thos, Lower Thames-st, Merchant. Per Feb 23, March 
ati. Asharst & Co, Old dewry, 
Crouch, Chas Richd, Prince of Wales’-crescent, Kentish-town, Clerk to an 
Attorney. Pet Feb 20 (for pau). March 15 at lh. Aldri 
bis vs Romford, Grocer. Pet Feb 23. March 15 at 12, Hope, 
Ely-pl. 
Dawson, John, attotone. Boot Maker. Pet Feb 24. March 15 at 1, 
Tiill, Basinghall-st, 
Eaton, Chas, jun, Halliford-st, Islington, Leather Dealer, Pet Feb 20 (for 
pau). March 8 at 12. Aldridge. 
Freston, Wm Antony, Priory-rd, Kilburn, Attorney, Solicitor, and Con- 
veyancer. Pet Feb 22 (for pau). March 15 at 12. Aldridge. 
Goring, Chas Bates, Crosby-row, Walworth, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 23 
(for pau). March l5 atl. Aldridge. 
Green, Saml, Hadleigh, Grocer. Pet Feb 23. March Sat 12. Wishaw, 
Gray’s-inn, and Robinson & Safford, Hadleigh. 
Gurden, Thos Cotton, New North-rd, Time Keeper. Pet Feb 23. March 
Tat2. Waring, epg” 
Heap, John, Stamford-st, ecru Boarding-house-keeper. Pet Feb 24. 
March 8 at 1. Briggs, Chancery-lane 
Heck, John Hy Wilhelm, Wenlock-rd, City-rd, Bag Maker. Pet Feb 23 
(for pau). March 15 at 12. Aldridge. 
Hardiman, Thos, Hackney-rd, Plumber & Decorator. Pet Feb2l1. March 
2latl. Debie, Gt James-st. 
Hatch, Thos, and George Wrathall Hatch, Gt Ilford, Farmers. Pet Feb 
22. March 15 atl. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 
Hinks, Joseph, Ba!dwin's-gardens, Gray’s-inn-rd, Coal Dealer. Pet Feb 
22, March 8atll, Munday, Essex-st. 
Hoyell, Anne, Elizabeth-pl, Upper Holloway, Cowkeeper. Pet Feb 22. 
March 7 at'2. Boulton & ampton-sq. 
Kerin, Jas Wilkinson, Queen’s-rd, en 4 out of business. Pet Feb 23. 
March 21 at 1. Mat all, Basinghall-st 
King, Mary Ann, Oxford-st, Widow, non-trader, Pet Feb 24, March 21 
atl, Lewis, Gt Mariborough-st. 
Marson, John, Princes-rd, Kennington, Harness Maker. Adj Feb 17. 
March 15 at 12, Aldridge. 
McMillan, John, Canorest, oo ae Warechouseman. Pet Feb 25, March 
15 Webster, Tokenhouse-y 
Montin, Matts Albert, Ufton-rd, Kingsland, Clerk. Pet Feb 22 (for pau). 
March 15 at2. Aldridge, 
Ogilvic, Harriett Eliz, Wood Wharf, Greenwich, Servant. Adj Feb 19. 
March il at 11. Aldridge. 
Poletti, Stephen, Dorris-st, Lambeth, Steam-boat Superintendent. Pet 
Feb 24 for pau). March li atl, Aldridge. 
Preston, Richd Christopher, Cumberland-st, = eg non-trader. Pet Feb 
23. March 15 at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-s 
Richardson, Fredk, Charlwood-st, ee Clerk. Pet Feb 22. March 11 
at 12. Wood & Ring, Basinghall 
Solomons, Joseph, Well-st, St ete 's-in- ys owed Clothier’s Assistant. 
Pet Feb 24. March 15 atl. Abbott, St 
Smith, Geo Armfield, Devonshire-rd, Want et Artist. Pet Feb 22. 
March i at 12. Stanley y, Lincoln’s-inn-ficids. 
Soar, Abraham, Bromley, Kent, Upholsterer. Adj Feb 19. March 11 at 
Il. Aldridge. 
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Strousberg, Ferdinand Philip Fisehel, Onhen: poem Gent, “Pet Feb 20. 
March 8 at 11. Michael, Barge-yd. 

Ward, Mary, Grove-ter, Hammersmith, Widow, Speen: Pet Feb 
24. March 15 at |. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-c’ 

Woods, John, Borough-market, Dealer in Veretables. Pet Feb 23 (for 
pan). March 11 at il. 

Wright, Robt, Wittlesea “White Fen, Cambridge, Farmer. Pet Feb 25. 
March {1 at12, Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allen, Joseph, Whitchurch, Salop, Draper. Pet Feb 23. Birm,March 18 
at 12. Etches, Whitchurch, and Hodgson & Son, Birm 

Beare, Wm Hy, Bournemouth, Professor of Music. Pet Feb 22. Christ- 
church, March 9 at 12. Sharp, Christchurch. 

Bench, Richd, Birm, Baker. Pet Feb24. Birm, March 22 at 10. East, 


Birm. 

Bill, Wm Hy, Wolverhampton, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 20. Wolver- 
hampton, March 7 at 12. Underhill, Wolverhampton. 

Birdsall, Joseph, Castleford, York, Basket Maker. Adj Feb i5. Leeds, 
March 10 at 11. 

Blagg, Wm, | dente gma Grocer, Pet Feb 24, Northwich, March 
16 at 10, Coote 

Branwood, Richd, Paterge, nr Wigan, T'ublican. Adj Feb 17. March 
10 at 9. France, W 

Brown, Wm, Sheffield, _ Pet Feb 24, Sheffield, March 16 at 1. 
Broadbent, Sheffield. 

Caine, John, Longsight, nr Manch, Builder, Pet Feb 22, Manch, March 
21 at 9.30. Smith, Manch. 

Carter, Robt, Nottingham, Bricklayer. Pet Feb24,. Nottingham, March 
23 at 11. Maples, Nottingham. 

Courtness, Wm, Brighton, Victualler, Pet Feb 19. Brighton, March 11 
at li. Lamb, Brighton, 

Cowin, Edwd, Lower Broughton, Lancaster, Builder. Pet Feb 19 (for 
pau), Manch, March 21 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Cross, John, Bristol, Timber Dealer. Pet Feb 23. Bristol, March 11 at 11, 
Hen‘erson, Bristol. 

Edwards, Edw, Bootle, nr Lpool, Ironfounder. Pet Feb 25. Lpool, March 


Itat tl, Etty, Lpool. 
Ellis, Wm, Selby, York, Innkeeper, Pet Feb 23, Selby, March 12 at 11. 
Harle, Leed: 


Fisher, Wm, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 23. Carlisle, March 8 at 12. 
Wannop, Carlisle. 

Ford, Jas, Swansea, Victualler, Pet Feb 24, Swansea, March 9 at 3, 
Field, wansea. 

Fox, Geo, Waddington, Lincoln, Labourer, Pet Feb 22. Lincoln, March 
9 at 11. Hebb, Lincoln. 

Garside, Geo, Mauch, Baker. Pet Feb 23, Manch, March 21 at 9.30. 
Swan, Manch. 

Goodwin, Hy, Twyning, Gloucester, Clerk. Pet Feb 17. Bristol, March 
ll at Il. Quarrell, Worcester, and Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Gray, Henshall, Astbury, Chester, Labourer. Pet Feb 24. Congleton, 
March 2 at it. Salt, Tunstall. 

Hall, Wm, Heaton Horris, Lae. og Dresser. Pet Feb 24. Stockport, March 
18 at 11. Howard, Stockport. 

Hamilton, Thos, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Furniture Broker. Pet Feb 23. 
Bolton, "March 9 at 10, Edge, Bolton. 

Hanson, Richa, Swallows Kaye, York, Farmer. Adj Feb 15. Leeds, 
March 7 at 11.45. 

Harris, Edw Bennett, Stamford, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Feb 23. Birm, 
March 22 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Harrison, John, Hanley, Stafford, Cratemeker. Pet Feb 23, Hanley, 
March 12at1l2. Tennant, Hanley. 

lolehouse, Chas, Chesterfield, > oe Pet Feb 22. Chesterfield, 
March li at tl. Busby, Chesterfield. 

Holmshaw, John, & Wm Woolley, Hoyland, nr Barnsley, Builders. Pet 
Feb 22. Barnsley, March8 at 10. Broadbent, Sheffield. 

— Saml, Lpool, on &c, Pet Feb 23. Lpool, March 10 at 3. 

Francis & Almond, L 

Kirby, John, Tadcasters Fi a) Adj Feb 15. Leeds, March 10 at 11. 

Lakin, Thos, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer, Pet eb 23. Hanley, March 12 
at 12, Tennant, fanley. 

Law, Geo, Darlington, Farmer. Pet Feb 23. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
March li at 12. Hoyle, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Mabe, Wm, Swansea, Butcher. Pet Feb 16. Swansea, March 9 at 3, 
Morris, Swansea. 

McKerrow, Jas, Pontypool, Farmer, Pet Feb 22. Pontypool, March 14 
at12. Lloyd, Pontypool. 

Morgan, John, Swansea, Shoemaker. Pet Feb 16. Swansea, March 9 at 
3. Field, Swansea. 

Morris, Edwd, Oxford, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 13 (for pau). Oxford, March 
9at 12. Kilby, Banbury. 

Nixon, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Photographer. Pet Feb 22. New- 
castle, March 12at 12. Scaife & Britton, Newcastle-upon-‘Tyne. 

Pope, John, Devizes, Draper. Pet Feb 23, Bristol, March 11 at ll. 
Abbot & Co, Bristol. 

Postlethwaite, John, Dalton, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Feb 18. Ulver- 
stone, March 5 at 12. Jackson, Ulverstone. 

Powell, John, Manch, Mechanic. Pet Feb 19 (for pau). Manch, March 
21 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Powell, Thos, Lpool, Druggist. Pet Feb 23. Lpool, March 9 at 12. 
Williams, pod 


Quick, Edwd, Kingston, Somerset, Dairyman. Pet Feb 20. Taunton, 
March 7 at i. Trenchard, Taunton, 

Ranby, Low, jun, Moulton, Adaeele Farmer, Pet Feb 20, Spalding, 
March 2 at 10. Selby, Spa 

Rayner, John, Hyde, 7: Hn ng Vieualter, Adj Feb9. Manch, March 11 


at 12, Gardner, el 
Dealer. Pet Feb 22. Lpool, March 8 at 3, 


Roberts, Wm, Lpool, Coal 
Henry, Lpool. 

Scown, Geo, Oxford, Innkeeper. Adj Feb 17. Oxford, March 9 at 12, 
Kilby, Banbury. 

Slater, Thos, Recerca and Hunmanby, Linendraper. Pet Feb 23. 
Leeds, March Il at 11, Sim 

tinaeen, John, Navenby, Lincoln, Butcher. Pet Feb 23. Lincoln, March 
10 atil., Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Sparling, Archer, Stowmarket, Corn Merchant. Pet Feb 23, Stowmarket, 

14 at10. Gudgeon , Stowmarket. 
suafel, Alf, York, Publican, Adj Feb 15. York, March 9 at 11, Mann, 
ork, 
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Stevens, Stephen, Newtown, Montgomery, Grocer. Pet Feb 25. tad, 
March 11 at 12. Dodge & Wynne, Lpool. 

Tann, Wm Westgate, rm Norwich, Bricklayer. Pet Feb 24. Norwich, 
Tatil. Rackham, Norwich. 


Taylor, Hy Sami, and Geo Parkinson, Blackley, Lancastor, Machine 
Makers. PetFeb 17. Manch, March 18 at 11. Boote, Manch. 

Taylor, Peter, Allostock, Chester, Farmer. Pet Feb 24. Northwich, 
March 16 6 at 10 Green, Northwich. 

Thomas, David, Tonyrefeil, nr Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Colliery Agent. 
Hod Lo 23. Bristol, March 11 at 11. Lloyd, Pontypool, and Henderson, 

Thompstone, Martha, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Milliner. 
pau). Manch, March 21 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Toward, Wm, Sunderiand, Marine Draughtsman. Pet Feb 22. 
castie-upon-Tyne, March !1 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle- upon-Tyne. 

Turner, David, Hulme, Stock-keeper. Pet Feb 19 (for pau). Manch, 
March 21 at 9, 30. Gardner, Manch. 

Ward, John Fras, Birm, Printer, Pet Feb 22. Birm, March 22 at 10. 
Titter, Birm 

Pet Feb 24. Sheffield, March 16 at 1 


Walker, Thos, ‘Sheffield, Cutler. 
Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Wilkinson, Aif, Rotherham, Beerseller. Pet Feb 23. 
la at 3. Hirst, Rotherham. 
Wordsworth, John, Nether Hoyland, York, Boiler Maker. 
Leeds, March 12 at 10. Mason, Sheffield. . 
Tuespay, March 1, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Anderson, Wm, Packington-st, Islington, Pianoforte Maker. 
Mareh 15 at 2. Martin, Cannon-st. 
Armstrong, John Low, Mount-st, Grosvenor-sq, Fishmonger. 
March 15 at 2. Stinton, Margaret- st. 
Bartlett, Thos Barrett, Glasshouse-st, es out of business. 
Feb 26. March 15 at 2. Hinton, Margaret- 
Davey, Ismael, John-st, Marylebone-rd, Dealer in Building Materials. Pet 
Feb 25. March 15 at 2. Burnand, Coleman-st. 
— Robt, Milk-st, Cheapside, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 27. March 16 at 
1.’ Reed & Ph elps, Gresham-st. 
Finney, Fredk, Tichborne-st, yt st, Confectioner. Pet Feb 26, March 
16 at 11. Chappell & Shoard, Golden-sq. 
Frearson, Joseph Stafford, Upper-st, Islington, Butcher. Pet Feb 25. 
March 15 atl. Layton, jun, Church-row, Islington. 
Fuszard, Simeon, Hampstead-rd, House Agent. Pet Feb 25. March 16 
atll, Scarth, Kockingham-row. 
Glover, Howard’ Wm, Adelaide-rd, Haverstock-hill, Publisher of Music, 
Pet Feb 27. March 21 at 2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl 
Hamlin, John, Norton Folgate, out of business. Pet Feb 27 (for pau). 
March 15 at 2. Aldridge 
Langford, John, qoeemnias, Grocer. Pet Feb 27. March 21 at 2. Wether- 
field, Moorgate-st. 
Matthews, Jas Simmons, Caroline-pl, ee aig Coal Merchant. Pet 
Feb 22. March 15 at 2. Voules, Gresham-st. 
Messenger, Geo, Roman-rd, Islington, Corn Dealer. Pet Feb 25 (for pau). 


Pet Feb 19 (for 


New- 


Rotherham, March 
Pet Feb 20, 


Pet Feb 26 
Pet Feb 25. 
Pet 


March 21 at 2. Aldridge. 

Morris, Joseph Edw, Oakley-pl, Victoria-park, Cheesemonger. Pet Feb 
24 (for pau). March 15 ati. Aldridge. 

Muggeridge, Chas Geo, George st, Grosvenor-sq, out of business. Pet 
Feb 24 (for pau). March t5 atl. Aldridge. 

Owen, Hy Moore, Winchester-st, — non-trader. Pet Feb 25. 
March 15 at 2. Breton, Buckingham-st. 

Packer, Sam!, Sydenham-ter, Notting-hill, Carpenter. Pet Feb 26. 


March 16 at Il. Fisher, Camberwell New-rd. 
Puncher, Thos Robt, Leicester-pl, Leicester-sq, Chemist’s Assistant. 
Pet Feb 26. March llat12. Williams, Serjeants’-inn. 


Reichardt, Emil, Alcany-st, Regent’s-park, Assistant to a Chemist. Pet 
Feb 25, March 11 at 12. Philp, Bucklersbury. 

Rountree, Fredk Edw, Nichol-sq, fackney-rd, out of business. Pet Feb 
23 (for pau). March 15 at 2. Aldridge. 

Salmon, Robt, Clarendon-ter, St John’s-wood, Brush Manufacturer. Pet 
Feb 22. March 11 at 1. Aldridge. 

Smith, Chas, New North-rd, Middix, Butchcr. Pet Feb 26. March 11 at 
1. Field, Ely-pl. 

Springbett, Thos, Gordon-rd, Stoke Newington, Victualler. Pet Feb 25. 


March 15 at 2, Flavell, Bedford-row. 


Troup, Geo, Bolt-ct, Fleet-st, Printer. Pct Feb 26. March 11 at 1. 
Hodgson, Salisbury-st. 

Yates, John, Whitechapel-rd, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 26, March 11 atl. 
Hill, Basinghall-st. 
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Aveson, Richd, Harrogate, out of business. Pet Feb 25. Leeds, March 
14 at 11.15. Mason, York. 

Bagley, Geo, Beestrey, nr Buckley, Mold, Apothecary. Pet Feb 24. Mold, 
March 18 at 10. Churton, Chester, 

Baker, Anne Maria, & Alfred Baker, Birm, Metal Dealers. Pet Feb 26. 
Birm, March 14 at 12. Collis & Ure, Birm., 

Barnes, Geo, Bollington, nr Macclesfield, Corn Dealer. Pet Feb 23. 
Manch, March 14 at il. Boote, Manch. 

Bate, Thos, Birm, Hatter. Pet Feb 26. Birm, March 18 at 12. Southall 
& Nelson, Birm. 

Bland, John, Reservoir, nr Durham, Gardener. Pet Feb 24, Durham, 
March 16 at 12. Lisle, Durham, 

Bidgood, Geo, Glastonbury, Builder. Pet Feb 27. Bristol, March 16 at 
il, Bulleid, G' bur y, and Abbot & Co, Bris 

Bowker, Joshua, Over Darwen, Gardener. Adj Sept 18. Manch, March 
15 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

ee ke — , Bodmin, Butcher. Pet Feb 22. Bodmin, March 

atl. 

Brookes, Jas, Brockmoor, Stafford, Lime Burner. Pet Feb 26. Birm, 
March 14 at 12. Shakespeare, 

Brooks, John, Lyewaste, Worcester, Anvil Manufacturer. Pet Feb 24, 
Stourbridge, a Sy br at 10. Maltby, Stourbridge. 

Carpenter, Joseph, Aldershot, Hants, se Pet Feb 17. - Farn- 
ham, March 1) at _ White, Guildford 

Oseir , Jas, Stithians. Cornwall, Miller. Pet Feb 27. Redruth, March 

t 
— Wm, Lpool, Grocer. Pet Feb 25. Lpool, March 1] at 11. Evans, 
pool. 





TINT AT me 


Cullen, John, Lineoln, Dealer e! Mig 37 Pet Feb 24. Kingston-upon-Hull, 
March 16 at 12, Brown & Son in. 

Cullum, Stephen, jun, Gt Soomaali Butcher. Pet Feb 22. Gt Yarmouth, 
March 7 at ll. Cufande, Gt Yarmouth. 

Davison, John, Stokesley, Tete Stonemason. Pet Feb 25. Stokesley, 
March 14 at 11. Simpson, Yarm. 

Eagle, Thos, jun. Huddersfield, Milliner, Pet Feb 29. Leeds, March 17 at 
ll. Clough, Huddersfield, and Bond & Barwick, 

Gill, Geo Alf, Fortuneswell, Istand of Portland, Cordwainer, Tet Feb 26, 
Weymouth, March 14 at 10. Howard, Weymouth. 

Gommers:1], John, Durham, Grocer. Pet Feb 25. Durham, March 16 at 
12. Brignal, Durham. 

Green, Thos Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ironmonger, Pet Feb 27. Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull, March 16 at 12, Clark e, 

Griffiths, Richd, Llanfair Caereinion, nr Welshpool, Draper. Pet Feb 29, 
Lpool, "March 17 at 12. Dodge & Wynne, Lpool. 

Harrison, Wm, Burslem, Bookseller. Pet Feb 26. Hanley, March 12 at 
12, Tennant, Hanley. 

Hawkes, Geo, Fiadbury, » Worcester, Dealer in Cattle. Pet Feb 25. Per- 
shore, March 15 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 

Heap, John Thos, Hulme, Lancaster, Traveller. Pet Feb 27. Salford, 
March 12 at 9.30. Eltoft, Manch. 

Haste, ho Salford, Grocer. Pet Feb 16. Manch, March l6at 11. Grundy, 

anch. 

Hester, John, Wooburn, Buckingham, Millwright. Pet Feb 26. High 
Wycombe, March 22 at 12. Clarke, High Wycombe. 

Hughes, Wm Joseph, Cardiff, Provision Dealer. Pet Feb 26. Bristol, 
March 11 at 11. Henderson & Griffiths, Cardiff, and Henderson, Bristol. 

Hurlbut, John, Leicester, Miller. Pet Feb 29. Birm, Marth 22 at il. 
Miles & Co, Leicester. 

Jackson, Geo, Plas-yn-Cwm, Flint, Farmer. Pet Feb 26. Lpool, March 
18 at 12. Brabner, Lpool. 

Kedgenton, Saml, jun, Norwich, Boot Maker, Pét Feb 26. Norwich, March 
I4atil. Sadd, Norwich, 

Lawes, Wm Richd, Wycombe Marsh, Bu mter. Pet Fe» 
23. High Wyeombe, March 22 at i. 30. ate, hie Wycombe. 

Limer, Lewis, Longton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Beerseller, Pet Feb 26. Stoke- 
upon-Trent, March 12 at il. ‘Tenant, Hanley 

Lowndes, Thos, Dogpole, Shrewsbury, Dentist, "pet Feb 25. Shrewsbury, 
March 12 at 11. Hughes, Shrewsbury. 

Lundy, Robt, Newton Dale, York, Farmer. Pet Feb 22. York, March 16 
at ll. Mason, York. 





Markwald, Marcus, Hull, Jeweller. Adj Feb 17. Kingston-upon-Hull, 

March 9 at ll. Stead, Hu! 

McLauchlan, Alexander, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Pet Feb 25. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 11 at 11.30. Brignal, Durham. 

Meager, Jas, Leighton Buzzard, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 25. Leighton 
Buzzard, March 16 at 11. Talley, Bletchley. 

Milner, John Thos, Sheffield, Painter. Pet Feb 26. Shefficld, March 16 
atl. Broadbent, Sheffield. 

Nash, Thos, Stourbridge, Builder. Pet Feb 25. wr March 14 at 12. 
Prescott, Stourbridge, and James & Griffin, 

Payne, Geo, Stratford-upon-Avon, Beersel!er. Pet Feb 24. Stratford- 
upon-Avon, March 15 at 11. Lane, Stratford-upon-Avon. 

Pease, Abraham, Leeds, Grocer. Pet Feb 24. Peeds, Sa Match 15 at 12. 
Elmsiey, Leeds, 

Peters, Jas, Exeter, Lath Render. Pet Feb 27. Exeter, March 14 at 11. 
Cawpion, Exeter. 

Phelps, Mary, Fivehead, nr Langport, Somersetshire, Shopkeeper... Pet 
Feb 15 (for pau). Langport, } arch 16 at 10. Reed, Bridgwater. 

Robinson, Wm, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Draper. Pet Feb 26. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, March 11 at 1. Hodge & Harle, Newcastie-upon- 
Tyne. 

Robinson, Wm Hy, Lpool, Leather Dealer. Pet Feb 92. pool, Masth 9 
at ll. Evans . 4 

Rowntree, Thos, Stockton, Durham, Miller. Pet Feb 27. Stockton-on- 
Tees, March 14 at il. Thompson, Stockton. 

Sharpe, Wm, & Squire Sharp, Mold, Flint, Iron Founders. Pet Feb 25. 
Mold, March 18 at 10. Buckton, Mold. 

Steele, Jesse, Burslem, Crate ya Pet Feb 25. Birm, March 14 i 12. 
Heaton, Burslem, and Smith, Bi 

Stevens, Jesse, Chepping Wycombe, Bricklayer, Pet Feb 27, High 
Wycombe, March 22 at 12. Spicer, Great Marlow. 

Thornton, John, Bradford, Greengrocer. Pet Feb 25, Bradford, March 
ll at 10. Terry & Watson, Bradford. 

Toman, Edwd, St Ives, Corawall, Fisherman, Adj Feb 8. Fensilice, 

March 11 at 11, 


Vann, Win, Great Wigston, ne Innkeeper. Pet Feb 25. Birm, 
March 14 at 12. Spoover, Leiceste 

Vipond, Sarah, Tipton, Widow. Pet. Feb 26. Birm, March 13 at12, 
James & Griffin, Birm, and Round, Tipton. 

Warren, Joseph, regia Gresley, Derby, “Blacksmith. Pét Feb 17. 
Burton, March 14 at | 

Watton, Alfred, Tamworth, Post Office Clerk. Pet Feb 24. ‘Tainwotth, 


March 14 at 10, Argyle, Tamw 
Wheatcroft, John, Fenton, Stoke- upon-Trent, Surgeon. Pet Feb 25, Bit, 
March 18 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, and Clarke & Hawley, e 
Whitaker, Peter, Padilam, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 27. M r4 


March 15 at 12. Backhouse & Whitham, Burnley, or 
Minter, Dover. 
March 9 at il. Sadd, Norwich, 
Pet Feb 20. Lpool, March ll at Il, 
Williams, Robt, Fit Agent. Pet Feb 25, 
March 15 at 2. Morgan, Mai 
tr Pet Feb 25, Lpodl, March 
Wroe, Fredk, Warrington, 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 


Wheeler, Manch. 
White, Fras, Dover, Carrier, Pet Feb 24. Dover, March 16 at 12. 
WwW hitebead, ‘rhos, Bridgham, Norfolk, Miller. Pet Feb 24. _Algleborough, 
Williams, Joseph, Lpool, Grocer. 
Evans & Co, Lpool. “ 
Lpooi, March 11 at 11. 
Evans , Lpoo! 1 
Wilson, John Leigh, Rochester, out of business. Pet Feb 27. Rochester, 
dstone. 
Winder, Thos, Lpool, Fringe Manufacturer. 
11 at If. . Snowball & Copeman, Lpool. 
seller. Pet Feb 20. Warrington, March 
17 at 12, Day & Wood, Warrington, 
TugspaY, March 1, 1864. 
Roberts, Aaron, Newchurch, Carmarthen, Clerk, Feb 29. 





Mar. 5, 1864. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


ESTATE EXCHAN GE REPORT. 


AT THE } MART. 


March |.---By Messrs. Denernam & Trwson. 


Frechold residence, No. 13, Upper Gower-street, Bedford-square, with ‘ 


stabiing, coach-house, &e., let at £120 per annum—Sold for 1,800. 
March 3. --By Mr. Marsn, 

Leasehold, ten houses and other premiscs, situate in New Tothill-street, 
Westminster; term, 40 years from March, 1850; ground-rent £4 5s. 
per annum; let at rents amounting to £351 per annum—Sold for 
£1,750. 

Freehold residence, Elm im Denmark-hill, Camberwell; ‘et at £40 
per annum--Sold for £950 

Absolute reversion, expectant on the decease of a lady now in her 67th 
year, to an individual moiety of freeho'd property, situate in the village 
of Eynsford, Kent, producing £162 8s. 8d. per annum—Sold for £910. 

The absolute reversion, expectant on the decease of the same lady, to an 
individual moiety cf freehold property, situate in the parish of Swans- 
combe, Kent, producing £64 10s, 8d. per annum—Sold for £370. 


AT GARRAWAY"*, 
Feb. 29.—By Messrs. Daniet Cronin & Sons, 
The lease and goodwill of the Wellington wine and spirit eggablishment, 
Wellington-street, Strand—Sold for £5,500, 
The lease and goodwill of the Red Lion public house, situate in Mul- 
grave-place, Woolwich, together with the premises adjoining—Sold for 
2,100. 








Shes PROFESSION may save 6s. in the Pound by 
purchasing their Office Stationery of 


PARTRIDGE AND COZENS, 
LAW and GENERAL STATIONERS, 192, Fleet-street, F.C. 
CARRIAGE PAID TO THE COUNTRY ON ORDERS OVER 203. 
Per _ ° Per ream, 
8. ° . . 
Good Draft Faper ...+..+. Good Cream Note ..-++ee- 0 
Super Thick Ditto ..... 0 
large Blue Ditto.. Uy 
Superfine Ditto... 0 
° Letter Paper..... 6 
E SN VELOPES. 
Large Blue Office Envelopes, 4s. 6d. per 1000. 
Superfine Cream Laid Ditto, 4s. 6d. per 1000. 
Superfine Double Thick Cream Laid, 6s. 6d. per 1000. 
Foolscap Official Ditto, 1s. Gd. per 100, or 14s, Od. per 1000, 
PARCHMENT. 
Indenture Skins, I'rinted and Ruled, 15s. per dozen. 
or Followers, Ruled, 14s, per dozen, 
Records or Memorials, —s, oe per dozen, 
Ss. 


Partridge and Cozens’ ‘‘ Correspondence Pens,” Is, 3d. per gross. 
Partridge and Cozens’ celebrated “‘ Law Pens,” 2s, per gross. 
Price List and Samples post free for two stamps. 
PARTRIDGE and COZENS, 192 Fleet-street, opposite the Temple. 


ILLIAM LYNCH, ATTORNEY, SOLICITOR, 

and PROCTOR, 15, Eldon-chambers, Bank-place, Melbourne, 

Victoria, Australia, attends tocollection of debts, &c. Patents obtained 
or all the Australian colonies. 


Ww MYERS GRAY, Barrister, Attorney-at-Law, 
e and poe 139, Hollis-street, Halifax, Nova Scotia, attends 
to Collection of Debts, Sale and Purchase of Real Estate, Bank and 
other Stocks, &c, 
O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
3 will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 














LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- | 


HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality.— 


Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior , 


Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s. T’atent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s, set of six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. Bs dozen. oe Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Pa jer Machéditto, 25s. the sct. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 ycars, 
TI Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 

aad Forks, 8s. 9d. and 128.3 Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 


ranted. 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
pe eng are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutiery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered cariia ze free 
r rail. 
- RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRANC LONDON, 

Opposite Somerset House. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos 
pean such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pettern. Thread. King’s. 
& a. & £ 3. . £3. 4. 
110 Oand i 18 28 0 
0 Oand 1 10 11 0 
110 O and I 18 28 0 
Dessert ditto .....+060-65 1 0 O and I 10 1 ° 
Tea Spoons ......+e++e065 O12 O and O 18 1 
Every Article for the Table as in tdi Semple Tea Spoon { 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


-z 
Ao 


=soecoco? 


Tabie Forks,per doz,..... 
Dessert ditto ......+eee00 
Table Spoons ....+0+++008 


m= 00 02 09 ty 
Swoweo!? 


pienatee' Estates and nedheess of ( Redihensh, in Ross-shire, ont Church 
Patronage for Sale, 


O BE SOLD BY PUBLIC ROUP, on WEDNES- 
DAY, 16th of MARCH next, at TWO in the Afternoon, within Messrs, 
CAY & BLACK’S SALE-ROOMS, No. 65a, George-street, Edinburgh, if 
not previously dis d of by private bargain—Upset Price, £175,0°0— 
THE LANDS OF ROSEHAUGIL and LITTLE SUDDIE, with the 
Mansion-house, Garden, and Offices, lying in the parishes of Avoch, 
Knockbain, and Rosemarkie, and county of Ross. These Lands, 
which are very compactly situated, are estimated to extend to 6,350 acres, 
or thereby. Of these, about 4.013 acres are arable, about 1,220 acres are 
improvable pasture, and nearly 804 acres are under wood, in a healthy 
and thriving condition. The mansion-house (a charming residence) and 
, Offices are very ample, and the garden and grounds around the mansion- 
house are extensive, and beautifully laid ont. The mansion-house is 
situated about two miles from the Port of Avoch, on the Moray Firth, 
which presents a beautiful prospect. The Lands are well stocked with 
game, and, being partly bounded by the Moray Frith and Munlochy Bay, 
are abundantly supplied with wild duck and other sea fowl. There is 
right to the Salmon Fishings of Castleton, in the Moray Frith. The 
Patronage of the Parish Church of Avoch, which is a valuable living, will 
be sold along with the Estates, The Estates may be reached in about 
twenty hours from London, by the Perth and Inverness Kailway to Inver- 
ness and Dingwall, from either ot which places the mansion-house is 
distant from six to eight tiles. A Railway is projected from Dingwall to 
Fortrose, passing through the Estate, and a line has been already 
surveyed. 
Further particulars may be obtained on application to 
Messrs. W. & - ‘a SHARP, Solicitors, 92,Giesham House, Old Broad- 
street, Lond 
or to Messrs. JOLLIE, STRONG, & HENRY, W.S., 40, Prince’s-stre st, 
Edinburgh. 
MFVHE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 
(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 
Yard, Westminster, 8.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent -charge for 25 years :— 
|. Drainage, irrigation, and warping, clearing, 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 
2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 


banking i 





purposes, 

3. Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The ere ction of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
farm houses and other buildings for farm pur; > 

Landown ers assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, ‘“ borrow their proportionate 
share of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands 
impro ved. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
financial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
— which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 
sioners. 

For farther information and for forins of application, apply to the Hon, 
bebe ig NAPIER, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, Westmin- 
ster, . 


: ome LAND SECURITIES COMPANY (Limited). 
Capital, £2,000,000. 
DireEcrors. 
His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH, President. 
The Directors of the beget ee Financial Society (Limited), acting as 
a Financial Committee. 


Jobn Ennis, Esq., M.P. | William Dargan, Esq. 








Sir James Fergusson, Bart., M.P. Henry Farquhar, Esq. 
Col. Fulke Southwell Greville, Sir John Gray. 

Henry Kingscote, Esq. 
John Horatio Lloyd, Esq. 


M.P. 
Sir John Charles Dalrymple Hay, 
Bart., M.P. Hon. William Napier. 


James Mackie, Esq., M.P. | 
Sir Laurence Palk, Bart., M.P. Sir Charles Rich, Bart. 
Sir Henry Stracey, Bart., M.P. | Philip Twells, Esq. 

Offices —Chief Office, west-end, 32, Charing-cross, 8.W.; Branch Office, 
oo (44, Old Broad-strect, E.C.), Office of International Financial 
Society. 

The Company will make advances, repayable with interest, at fixed 
terms, or by instalments, or by terminable annuities, upon the security— 

Ist. Of landed estates, first-class house property, and real property of 
all descriptions and tenures, and of all estates and interest therein. 

2nd. Of rates, dues, assessments, and impositions of all descriptions, 
raised or imposed by or under the authority of any Act of Parliament, 
public or private, Royal Charter, Commissions of Sewers, Drainage, or 
other sufficient legal authority. 

3rd. Of charges and securities of ali descriptions upon or affecting landed 
estate, and all real property and tenures, made, given, or issued, under 
authority of any Act of Parliament, public or private. 

Temporary advances will be made on landed estates or house property, 
with or without the d it of title deeds. 

For further information, and forms of application, apply to the Hon. 

William Napier, Managing Director, the Land Securities Company 

(Limited), 32, Charing-cross, London, S.W. 


ORWICH UNION FIRE and LIFE OFFICES. 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL. 

The Directors HEREBY GIVE NOTICE, that, in consequence of the 

immediate a of the sex Chatham, and Dover Railway, they 

have vacated t 0. 6, Crescent, New bridge-strect, and 


Hon. Henry Petre. 








r Offices, 
REMOVED to thelr NEW PREMISES, No. 29, Fleet-street, E.C, 
Feb. 4, 1864, 








